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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Suxpay, February 19, 1911.

‘(Countinuation of proceedings of legislative day of Friday, Feb.
17, 1911.)

- Mr. PRINCE and Mr. BUTLER rose.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend further con-
sideration of business upon the Private Calendar.

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentleman from Illinois rise?

Mr. PRINCE. “The gentleman from Illinois" rises because
he is chairman of the committee that has the bill in charge, to
make a motion, and he was on his feet in his place addressing
the Chair.

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of bills
in order on the Private Calendar.

Mr. BUTLER. Was I not recognized to make my motion?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Illinois, chairman of the committee.

Mr. CARLIN. Let us vote that motion down in order to
move 4 recess.

Mr. PRINCE. T think you will get a thousandfold nearer to
what you want if you will be kind enough to let me run it
awhile, at the rate you are going.

Mr. MANN. You have not got very far.

Mr. PRINCE. If you will let me try to run it awhile and
not disturb me, I think we will get nearer what we want.
you want to run it, go ahead. I will not be held responsible
much longer.

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of bills
in order on the Private Calendar.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that pending that we try
to shorten the time for general debate. How much time for
general debate was remaining, if we can ascertain?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the
gentleman from Ilinois has 77 minutes remaining and the gen-
tleman from North Carelina [Mr. KrreaiN] 79 minutes,

Mr. PRINCE. I am willing to shorten my time to seven
minutes.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, may I suggest to the
chairman of the commitiee that he has already used about an
hour in defense of the French spoliation claims, and he ought
to yield some time to those who desire to oppose them? Nobody
has had any time in oppesition to them, and they have been
very eloguently defended by the gentleman who has them in
charge.

Mr. PRINCE. I will ask my colleagne on the committee
who is dividing the time with me how little time he can now get

along with?

Mr. KITCHIN. I really do not know.

Mr. MANN. I suggest to the gentlemen that they limit gen-
eral debate to one hour—30 minutes on a side.

Mr. EITCHIN. Oh, no. :

Mr. MANN. Very well; I will stand with the gentleman
anything he wants.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the
Whole House for the further consideration of bills on the Pri-
vate Calendar.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Aecordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
‘Whole House, with Mr, Cugrier in the chair.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, just before the chaos was
precipitated I was inquiring of the gentleman from New York
why these claims, which he says were considered by the Fifty-
eighth Congress, were not allowed by that Congress and paid.

Mr. LAW. In reply I will say that they were allowed and
were paid.

Mr. KENDALL. Are we duplicating the payment of those
claims now in this bill?

Mr. LAW. Not at all; they are claims that were not paid in
that bill. Every claim found in an omnibus bill is based upon
a Court of Claims finding of fact. These claims which are in
the present bill had not at that time been transmitted by the
court to either branch of Congress.

Now, Mr. Chairman, at the time I was interrupted I was
calling the attention of the committee to the faet that at the
time the Senate bill was referred to the Committee on Claims it
was the expeectation that it would thereafter be referred to the
Committee on War Claims.

However, there was considerable delay in reporting the bill
from the Claims Committee, and when it was finally reported, it
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was after what will probably be the last war-claims day in the
House, and it was therefore considered the wiser plan for the
War Claims Committee to report a separate omnibus bill, as it
did do, containing such of the war-claims items in the Senate
bill as it approved.

Accordingly, as I explained this afternoon, when the proper time
arrives the House omnibus bill will be offered as a substitute to
a portion of the Senate bill. In addition to the war claims, the
War Claims Committee also considered certain other provisions
contained in the Senate bill and will probably move to strike
them out, or, at least, to change them.

The most impertant of these matters are the amendments
to the so-called Bowman and Tucker Acts eontained in the
Senate bill ’

I will not detain the committee to deseribe in detail just the
character of the Bowman and Tucker Acts and the changes
which the Senate proposed to make in them further than to say
that the Senate propeses amendments to these two acts, the
effect of which will be to repeal them so far as the Civil War
claims are eoncerned.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PRINCE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more, or
such time as he may need.

Mr. LAW. So that after a certain date, named in the bill,
none of the committees of Congress and neither the House nor
the Senate would have the power to refer to the Court of
Claims any claims against the Government, which they might
have before them, for findings of facts. In my opinion, and in
the opinion of the Committee on War Claims, this would be an
unwise thing to do for the reason that if neither the committees
of the two Houses nor Congress has the power to refer claims
to the Court of Claims for findings of fact, the result would
be that such pressure would be brought to bear on the commit-
tee to report appropriations upon mere ex parte proof that
great danger would result.

Prior to the Iast session of Congress the court had no power
under either the Bowman or the Tucker Acts to supply Con-
gress with any conclusion whatever based upon the findings
of facts. It had the power only to make findings of fact and
leave to Congress entirely to say whether those facts as found
constituted any legal or equitable claim against the Government
of the United States.

However, at the last session of Congress the so-called Tucker
Act was amended so as to give the court power, in addition to
finding the facts, to render conclusions as to whether the facts
found constituted any legal or equitable claim against the Gov-
ernment, or a mere gratuity, and, if a legal or equitable claim,
to find the amount due.

I believe this was a great improvement to the Tucker Act,
and the committee will recommend the amendment of sections
1 and 2 of the Bowman Act in practically the same manner in
which the Tucker Act has already been amended.

Now, I might simply say, in conclusion, that the war ifems
contained in the Senate bill amount to $852,297.12, as it reached
the Senate from the Senate Claims Committee. There was
added on the floor of the Senate $95,382, making a total of
$047,679.12. Of this amount the War Claims Committee has
eliminated $287,473.55, leaving a total of Senate war claims of
$660,205.57. To this the House War Claims Committee has
added court findings amounting in all to $504,085.56. So that
if the House bill is substituted for the war claims portion of
the Senate bill, the Senate bill then will carry war claims to
the ameunt of $1,164,201.13. I think that this explains in gen-
eral the character of the proposals which will be made by the
Committee on War Claims.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAW. Yes.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. How much does the bill in
its present form carry of war claims?

Mr. LAW. Does the gentleman mean the Senate bill?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Yes; the bill now before the
House.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman knows that some of those
claims are eliminated.

Mr. LAW. War claims, or all told?

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. War claims.

Mr. LAW. Nine hundred and forty-seven thousand six hun-
dred and seventy-nine dollars and twelve cents.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. And the amendments which
the gentleman’s eommitftee intends to propose will increase it
to how much? :

Mr. LAW. One million one hundred and sixty-four thousand
two hundred and ninety-one dollars and thirteen cents,

Mr. SWASEY. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PRINCE, I yield the gentleman five minutes more,
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Mr. SWASEY. I want to call the gentleman’'s attention to
page 15 of the Senate bill, to the claims of Edward W. Larra-
bee, administrator, and George H. Greenleaf. I would like to
know why those were eliminated in the bill reported by the
gentleman's committee.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I will say that those are both so-
called Selfridge Board claims. The Senate bill contained eight,
I believe, of those Selfridge Board claims. Frankly, we do not
like those Selfridge Board claims. We realize that some of
them in the past have been paid, but in my judgment and in the
judgment of the Committee on War Claims the resolution which
provided for the creation of the Selfridge Board provided an
absolutely wrong measure of damages.

Mr. SWASEY. Well, I will ask whether or not the findings
of the court to which these claims were referred was not a
substantiation by their report of the claims as made and ac-
cepted and agreed to by the board.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I think that perhaps there is no
better time than this to say something about these Selfridge
Board claims. They were upon findings of facts rendered by
the board which was created by the following resolution of the
Senate, passed on March 9, 1865:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re«ig:sted to organize a
hoard of not less than three competent persons whose duty it shall be
to inquire and determine how much vessels of war and steam machipery
contracted for by the department in the years 1862 and 1863 cost the
contractors over and above the contract prlee and the amount for extra
work, and report the same to the Senate at its next session; none but
those that have given satisfaction to the department to be considered.

In other words, the proposal contained in that resolution of
the Senate was simply this: Certain contractors had made con-
tract with the Government to construct certain boats of war.
Those ships cost the contractors concededly more than the
contract price, and this resolution contemplated that the Gov-
ernment should pay these contractors the difference between
the contract price and what the ships cost them, regardless of
whether such increased cost was caused by any fault of the
Government or not. I believe it was finally recognized that
this did not supply any proper measure of damages, as I think
every gentleman in this House will concede it did not, and later
on there was an act passed, known as the act of March 2, 1867,
which created the so-called Marchand Board, that was author-
ized to make findings of facts which did provide a proper meas-
ure of damages, namely—— i

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again
expired.

Mr. PRINCE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more.

Mr. LAW. Namely, among other things, the Marchand Board
was authorized to find the amount of such increased cost caused
hy the delay and inaction of the Government. That did consti-
tute a proper measure of damages, beyond the slightest question.

Now, the first claim that the gentleman from Maine refers to
was presented to the Marchand Board, and the Marchand Board
found that the amount of such increased cost caused by the
delay and action of the Government, as determined by the board,
to be due was nothing. It did find that the ship cost the con-
tractors something like about $25,000 more than the contract
price. But the point is just this: If a contractor comes to you
and makes a contract to build a ship for you, and then after-
wards finds out that he has made that bid too low and that the
ship cost him more than the contract price, you do not expect
him to come back to you and say that he made a mistake, and
that he wants you to make up the difference. Exactly the same
thing applies to the second claim mentioned by the gentleman
from Maine, in addition to this fact, that the claim in the Port-
land company case was paid in full and receipted for in full,
and thereafter the claimants claimed more than they got when
they receipted in full, presented their claim again to the Senate,
and on February 5, 1902, the Senate Committee on Claims re-
ported adversely on the proposition, and yet that same claim is
in the Senate omnibus bill this year.

Mr. SWASEY. Now, as a matter of fact, I would like to ask
whether or not under the resolution the Secretary of the Navy
did not organize a board consisting of Commodore Selfridge,
Chief Engineer Anderson, and Paymaster Eldridge, to pass upon
these claims and they found that amount due.

Mr. LAW. No; they did not find that amount due. They
were not authorized to find anything due. They were simply
authorized to find out the difference between the contract price
and what the ship cost them.

Mr. SWASEY. And later, upon their basis, was it not sub-
mitted to the court and the court found this?—

No evidence satisfactory to the court has been adduced to impeach the
report or conclusions of the Selfridge board as above sent forth by
either Rarty to this case, and after deducting the allowances and pay-

ments for extra work, the difference between the contract price and the
cost of the vessel to the contractors is §$11,708.97.

That was found by the court.

Mr. LAW. Certainly. The court simply found that the facts
found by the Selfridge Board were presumably correct, nor am I
in any way impeaching the finding of the Selfridge Board; but
there is just this in regard to all those Selfridge Board claims,
that the facts found by the Selfridge Board constituted no
proper measure of damages and that the Selfridge Board resolu-
tion itself did not contemplate any proper measure of damages.
They simply found the difference between the contract price
and what the ship cost them, without regard to whether the
Government itself was responsible in any wise for the exces-
sive cost.

Mr. SWASEY. Was not there an act passed that there be
paid to Amos L. Allen, surviving partner of Larrabee, and this
amount of $11,000 was found as the balance by the Selfridge
Board and also by the Court of Claims?

Mr. LAW. I know of no such act.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman’s time has again expired.

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman's
gme be extended two minutes. I would like to ask him a ques-

on,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Krrcain] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince] are in
control of the time.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr, Chairman, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from New York.

Mr. CALDER. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to
the Senate bill, page 22, lines 8 to 14, containing two claims,
one of Jeremiah Simonson, deceased, late of Brooklyn, and the
claim of Tucker and others, of Brooklyn. These claims are
both from the city which the gentleman [Mr. Law] in part
represents.

Mr. BUTLER. Is that Brooklyn, N. Y.?

Mr. CALDER. Yes, sir; Brooklyn, N. Y.

Mr. BUTLER. Oh!

Mr. CALDER. I want to ask the gentleman why these
claimants are left out of the report from his committee.

Mr. LAW. I will be very glad to explain to my colleague.
Two of the eight Selfridge claims that were cut out of the bill
come from Brooklyn, N. Y., and they were cut out for precisely
the same reason I have given to the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
Swasey], namely, that these are both Selfridge Board claims.
Both of these claims were presented to the so-called Marchand
Board, and the findings of that board as to the amount of such
increase caused by the delay and action of the Government, as
determined by the board, to be due is nothing in each case.

Mr. SWASEY. One question more.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Law] yield to the gentleman from Maine?

Mr. LAW. Yes.

Mr. SWASEY. I call your attention to another claim in the
Senate bill, of the Portland Co., of Portland, $16,173.49. I
would like to inquire why that was cut out and not incorporated
in your bill.

Mr. LAW. I explained that to the gentleman when I was on
my feet before. That also is a Selfridge Board claim and
comes in the same category, and in addition to that there is the
fact that the Portland Co. was once settled with and receipted
in full for all claims on account of this. Subsequently they
came in and claimed more, and their claim was submitted to the
Senate. In the Fifty-seventh Congress the Committee on Claims
of the Senate considered this elaim and reported adversely npon
it, on the ground that they had already been settled with in full
and had receipted in full.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has again expired.

Mr. PRINCE. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Law] desire more time?

Mr. LAW. I used all the time that the gentleman gave me,
which was all the time I wished.

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield you five minutes more.

Mr. LAW. I do not eare for it.

Mr. PRINCE. T yield to the gentleman from North Carolina
[AMr. TroMmas] 10 minutes.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, Mr, Chairman, it is incom-
prehensible to me that there should have been manifested the
opposition which has been manifested to the consideration of
this bill,

Mr. Chairman, those of us who favor the bill have been
here now for two days and nights, nearly, fighting, not for any
particular claim in the bill, although many of us are interested
in specific claims for our respective States and districts, not
only in the South but throughout the whole country; but, Mr.
Chairman, we are standing here and making this fight against
the fililbuster which has been carried on by one man, the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx], contending for what we deem
to be simple justice, namely, a payment of the honest and
righteous debts of this Government. That is our position.
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I have heard it suggested in this debate, Mr. Chairman, that
gentlemen upon both sides of the House are for this bill be-
cause they have some interest for their constituents in this bill.

That is not true. We are interested for our constituents, but
we are more interested in seeing that the findings of the
Court of Claims to pay the just war claims and other claims
of this Government are enacted into law by the House of
Representatives and by the Congress of the United States.
[Applause.] £

Now, Mr. Chairman, what does this bill carry? What is in it?
Why, it carries only the elaims which have been adjudicated
by the Court of Claims (and there is not a single claim in it
that has not been adjudicated by the court) to pay losses in-
curred during the Civil War—losses incurred by individuals,
by churches, and by schools, commonly known as war claims—
to the amount of about $1,154,000, and some navy-yard over-
time and other claims, all having favorable findings of the
Court of Claims. J

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from North Carolina
yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] ?

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I can not yield.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. For just a question.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I have not the time, I
beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I grant it.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Now, how much has the
Government paid on these war claims? Why, Mr. Chairman,
in the whole history of the Government we have pald of these
claims only a small part. During a period of 27 years Congress
has passed only four omnibus claims bills, namely: The act of
March 3, 1891; the act of March 3, 1809; the act of May 27,
1902 ; and the act of February 24, 1905. It has been six years
since the Congress of the United States has passed a single
omnibus claims bill.

Mr. BURGESS. How much did they aggregate?

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. How long has it been since the war?
[Laughter.] 3

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The aggregate of amount
claimed in all cases tried by the Court of Claims since the
Bowinan Act is about $100,000,000 and the aggregate that has
been allowed by the court is about $8,000,000. The amount of
the war claims and other claims, except French spoliation
claims, paid since the Bowman Act is about $4,000,000.

Now, Mr. Chairman, they say the court makes only findings
of facts. But let me call the attention of gentlemen to what
is gaid in the report of the committee on that subject. It is
said here, and I indorse every word of it—

The same considerations which make it imperative upon Congress to
appropriate to pay final judgments of it§ courts should dlctate the line
oP poliecy to be adopted with regard to findings of facts under the
Bowman Act.

It is a general rule of international law, and has been laid down by
the Bupreme Court of the United States in many cases, that a person
residing in an enemy’s country is an enemy so far as his groperty rights
are concerned. In modern practice, however, this rule has been disre-

rded when the necessity bas arisen for supplying the invading army
f?cm the aurmundinf country. When Gen, Scott invaded Mexico he left
behind him no unpaid bills for stores and sugpl[es. and when Emperor
William marched in triumph into the city of Paris he&mid for every

und of produce taken from the French peasantry an
is troops.

Shall the United States Government do less and be less just
and honest? [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, these claims have the approval of the Presi-
dent of the United States as well as the Court of Claims.
[Applause.] Here is what the President says:

I invite the attentlon of Congress to the great number of claims
which, at the instance of Congress, have been considered by the Court
of Claims and decided to be valld claims agalnst the Government. The
delay that occurs in the payment of the money due under the elaims
injures the reputation of the Government as an honest debtor, and I
earnestly recommend that those claims which eome to Congress with the
ju?vment and approval of the Court of Claims should be promptly
palid.

[Applause.]

Gentlemen on the Republican side of the House, do you pro-
pose to set aside the recommendation of your President? :[Cries
of * Never!” “ Never!"]

Now, Mr. Chairman, besides the war claims which are in-
cluded in this bill there are simply some claims for navy-yard
overtime and other just claims, all of which have been adjudi-
cated by the court. Not a single one otherwise than an adjudi-
cated elaim is in this bill. i

Now, in regard to war claims in our respective States and dis-
tricts, gentlemen have said that we are interested in this bill,
not to maintain the credit of the Government, not because it is
just and right to pass the bill, but because our constituents are

consumed by

interested. That is true; but this bill not only interests our dis-
tricts, but our States and the whole South.

I hold in my hand one particular claim that shows the in-
terest of the people in these claims. It is a resolution of the
Baptist State Convention of North Carolina, assembled in its
eightieth annual session, petitioning Congress to make payment
to the Baptist Church of Newbern, N. C., for the occupation of
that church by the Union soldiers during the Civil War. It
rends as follows:

Whereas the First Baptist Church of Newbern, N. C., was denled the
use of its house of worship from October 10, 1862, to May 10, 1865,
reason of its use and occupancy by the military authorities of the
United States during the whole of that period ; ang

Whereas the Court of Claims has investigated the matter and found
the facts as above, and has recommended to Congress the payment to
the said church a fair rental for period of its occupancy :

Resolved by the Baptist State Convention of North Carolina assem-
bled in its eightieth annual session, That it is the sense of this conven-
tion that the payment of this claim will be but a simple act of justice,
the claim being thoroughly honest and equitable, and that the conven-
tion petition the Congress to pass the bil introduced in the Senate by
Hon. F. M. Stmmoxs and in the House of Representatives by Hon, C. R.
'sl;lltdm;i\:t tt:r carry out the recommendation of the Court of Claims in the

I certify that the above is a true copy of preamble and resolution
adopted by the Bapiist State Convention of North Carolina in session
at Hendersonville, Thursday, December 8, 1910.

N. B. BrovenToN, Secretary.

And those of us who are making the fight for the payment of
these war claims are fighting not only for the prineciple that
the Government should pay its just debts and abide by the
decisions of its own courts, but in order to see that these claims
of churches and schools in the Southland are paid, as they
ought to be paid, as well as the claims of individuals. [Ap-
plause.]

After all, Mr. Chairman, what does this bill amount to in
the aggregate? It is a mere bagatelle compared with the mil-
lions of money that this Government is spending for other
governmental purposes—the Army and the Navy, and the Phil-
ippine policy of the Government; and after these claims have
been adjudicated, after the interest that has been manifested
in them by the Chief Executive, after the War Claims Com-
mittee and the Committee on Claims have passed upon them
favorably, a refusal by this House to pass them would be, in
my honest opinion, a gross injustice to the people of the whole
country, and the people of the country, regardless of party, will
place the responsibility for the failure to pass the bill, and the
refusal to pay the honest debts of the Government, where it
properly belongs, not upon us who have been standing here
day after day and night after night fighting for their payment,
but upon the gentlemen who have inaugurated this filibuster to
prevent the payment of these claims and the passage of this
bill. [Applause.]

AMr. Chairman, these claims go to every State. They are not
confined to the South alone. It is true, as to the war claims,
the larger port of the appropriation goes to the South; but the
claims are distributed among all the States.

So far as the French spoliation claims are concerned, these
have been favorably adjudicated by the court, but there is a
committee amendment reported upon this Senate bill 7971 by
the Claims Committee which gives every Member of this House
the right to vote separately upon those claims, and upon a roll
call, if it is demanded, to determine the gquestion whether the
French spoliation claims shall stay in the bill or go out of the
bill. You have a right to vote upon that as a separate propo-
gition ; but do not let the French spoliation claims, or any other
claims which you may be opposed to, keep you from voting for
this bill as a whole and for the payment of the just and honest
debts of the Government of the United States. [Applause.]

Mr. PRINCE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN].

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, one of my colleagues asked me
the question a few minutes ago if I intended to vote to over-
ride the decision of my esteemed friend from Pennsylvania
[Mr. OrysreEDp], who was at that time occupying the exalted
position of Speaker pro tempore of this House. I said I would
vote to override the decision of a dozen Speakers, if necessary,
in order to reach a vote on a bill which would honor a judgment
of the Court of Claims, composed of a membership of Repub-
lican judges.

There are men in my district who were loyal to the Union
who had their stores and supplies taken 50 years ago to main-
tain the Union Army. They have waited half a century for
their pay. They have complied with the rules of law laid down
by a Republican Congress. They have presented their cases to
a Republican court created by a Republican Congress and ad-
ministration. They received judgments in their favor six years
ago, and I would be untrue to their interests, I would be untrue
to what I conceive to be plain and simple justice, if I permitted
any ruling or any set of rules to prevent me from voting out
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of the Public Treasury the money to meet the decisions of the
court in favor of those men.

I will stand here and fight for the maintenance of their
rights if it involves an extra session of Congress. [Applause.]
Angd if there be an extra session of Congress as a result of this
matter, the reponsibility will not rest entirely upon this side of
the House, but upon those gentlemen who are willing to disre-
gard the recommendation of our President and the decisions of
our courts, and to stifle the will of a hundred majority in the
House of Representatives. [Applause.] I believe we ought to
remain here and fight this fight to a finish and put down the
tactics of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mawx] and his
lieutenants from Wisconsin and other States. [Applause.]
They do not represent the great Republican Party of which I
am a member. [Applause.] And I want to say to the gentle-
men on the other side of the House we are not responsible for
the filibustering tactics of this small crowd and we will stay
here and vote this bill through or have an extra session of
Congress. [Applause.]

Mr. BUTLER. Yon are not going to vote it through on
Sunday, are you?

Mr. AUSTIN. Yes; or any other good day. Now, I want to
make public acknowledgment of the splendid services of the
chairman of the Committee on Claims and the chairman of the
Committee on War Claims. They have rendered excellent serv-
ice to this House and the country. They and their subcommit-
tees have investigated the provisions of these bills, the findings
of the court, and upon their responsibility as Members of this
House have said that these claims are just, and that they ought
to be paid. So we have the unanimous decision of a Republican
court, we have the indorsement of two of the Republican com-
mittees in this House, we have the approval of the Republican
President of this country, and we have back of us 100 majority
of this House, and let us stay with them and put this bill
throngh. [Applause.]

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CorE]. :

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee,
who has just preceded me, gave his testimony of his loyalty to
the cause of his constituency. I know that virtue to be in him,
much as I enjoy his outward favor. No man on the floor of
this House, North or South, East or West, is more faithful in
the discharge of his publie duties, more loyal to the highest in-
terests of his constituency and country, than the gentleman
from Tennessee [Mr, AvsTiN]. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the adoption of this measure.
It has been a football in this Congress for many years, and if
for no other purpose than to remove the subject matter of this
exalted game, I would be more than anxious to secure its
adoption at this session of Congress.

Most of these claims, Mr. Chairman, come from that section
of our country called the Southland. They are claims for prop-
erty destroyed in this Nation during the Civil War and owned
by men who were loyal to the flag of this Nation. I sat here a
few days ago and voted for a pension bill increasing for the
Union soldiers of this Nation their annual allowance between
$30,000,000 and $40,000,000. If that measure becomes a law, and
the indications are that it will, we will pay to the Federal
soldiers in this Government over $200,000,000 per annum, a sum
of money unexampled in the annals of time as a contribution
to the patriots of any nation.

I saw on yonder side of this House a man who, I am informed,
stood with the Confederates in that mighty conflict, a man who
marshaled his boys on the plains of battle and fought for the
flag of the South. That man voted, three weeks ago, for an ad-
dition of $40,000,000 to the brave and gallant men against whom
lhe contended on the plains of battle, and it is no more than just
that we, as the descendants of these patriotic men of the North,
should make this small contribution in return to the gallant men
of the South. [Applause.]

Mr. PRINCE. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sius].

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, it is not my desire to talk on the
present occasion; but, like some of my brethren, I feel like
making an honest confession for the benefit of our constituents.
The War Claims Committee is besieged by Members who have
claims, begging us to make favorable reports and get their bills
on the ealendar. We do so, and I have been a kicker on many
a bill and refused to report it because I did not think it was
just and proper. When we get these bills on the calendar it
seems to satisfy some gentlemen that they can write home that
the bill is reported, but when the time comes to take action and
it takes votes, some gentlemen are indifferent. We have been
unable to keep 100 men here out of 391 in the House during the
gitting of the committee.

We have taken every move we know how ever since 10 o’clock
on yesterday to try to have this bill considered, under the rules,
in an orderly and proper manner. Every Democrat in this
House voted against the rules of this House, as my recollection
is—it may be a few voted for the rules. We have proceeded
under these rules until we find it is impossible further to con-
sider this measure—I mean with any hope of success—in a
manner in order under these rules which we did not make.

| But after patience and resources were exhausted the gentle-

man from Alabama [Mr. CLayTox], who is the ranking member
of the Judiciary Committee, who will be the Chairman of the
Judiciary Committee in the next House, whose reverence for
law and order we presume to be of the highest, presented a
resolution to make this bill in order for consideration next
Tuesday, knowing that if we adjourned to-day for the special
order to-morrow the privilege of bringing this bill up again is
lost. The rule he offered for present consideration was met by a
point of order, which point of order was sustained by the
Chair, from which ruling of the Chair an appeal was taken.

But gentlemen on this side who voted against these rules and
have abused them all over this country as Cannon rules and
Cannonism, by which the hands of the minority are fettered,
thought so much of these rules that they stood here with a yea-
and-nay vote and refused to overrule the Chair. The Chair was
correct under the rules, under these rules of the majority, made
to enable the majority to legislate and prevent the minority
from doing anything. ILet me show you how the majority get
around things. Whenever general rules get in the way of the
majority they send a rule to their own Committee on Rules, of
which they have a majority, and make that in order to be con-
sidered which would otherwise be held out of order. Now, how
is the minority to make rules? Only to vote that the decision
of the Chair shall not become the decision of the House by the
vote of the House.

Now, in all probability we have lost every opportunity we
have to pass this bill by Democratic votes—Democrats who
have come back here by abusing the very rules that they have
here sustained rather than to have just debts paid to your con-
stituents. Now, what are we to do? When men love the fetish
of form more than the substance of absolute justice, how is
justice to be attained? I have stood here in poor health for
two days and nights, and yet when we propose to make a mat-
ter in order in the only way the minority can make it in order,
by voting to overrule the Chair, the gentlemen who love the
rules, the Cannon rules, which they voted against and which
enabled them to get back to Congress by abusing them, stood
up here for these very rules and made it impossible in all
probability to get these just judgments of the United States
court paid.

What are we to do? Will these same gentlemen go before the
Committee on War Claims in the next Congress and beg us to
report bills and say they will get up any time to sustain a
Cannon rule when it is applied by a majority to them, when
the majority, by making the rule which they have the power to
make, can relieve themselves?

Now, the chairman of the next Ways and Means Committee,
one of the most eminent authorities on our side on parliamen-
tary law, voted to overrule the Chair. When our leading ex-
pert on rules is willing himself to make a rule by the force of a
vote, how are you gentlemen going to apologize and explain to
your constituency that you stood by the Cannon rules when
Unperwoop would not stand by them?

Mr. BUTLER. They will have to say that UxpErRwooD was
wrong. [Laughter.]

Mr. SIMS. I would like to hear them explain to a fellow
who has a claim and can not get it paid. The gentleman from
Alabama admitted that we worked a revolution last winter in
order to get the Speaker off the Committee on Rules, but we can
have no revolution when it comes to paying just debts. Now, if
you gentlemen who know the rules and who love them better
than success, who would rather live up to them than to insure
the payment of just debts, will tell us how to get together and
get this bill passed, I will follow you. I will admit, so far as I
am concerned, I do not know how to do it except by a rule
making a date certain for a vote.

Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri.
way to pass the bill—

Mr. SIMS. What is it?

Mr. ALEXANDER of Missouri.
quit talking and let us vote.
ter.]

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, what is the difference in talking
and voting when you vote wrong? Talking is harmless, but
voting is powerful, and you stand here and vote to Cannonize
the rules, to raise a monument to them. I would like to fol-

I would like to suggest one

And that is for you folks to
[Prolonged applause and laugh-




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2879

low the leadership of anybody who knows how to get this bill
passed. [Laughter.] I suppose the gentlemen who think more
of the rules than they do of getting claims paid will furnish a

remedy.

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL].

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, there is no better way of
gecuring applause than to throw the chest out and bring down
your fist on the nearest desk and say that you are not afraid

of anybody, and then say something about your constituents. |

[Applause.] But we are called upon here to appropriate about
two and three-quarter millions of dollars, and we have been
listening for 48 hours to declamations, defiances, and denuncia-
tions and have had absolutely no explanation of any one of the
items making up this bill. I hold in my hand the report of the
committee, and I find six pages are taken up in tables showing
how the items making up this pork barrel are distributed among
the several States. [Laughter and applause.]

A Memser. How much does Kansas get?

Mr. CAMPBELL. There is one item; but I do not care how
much Kansas gets, the barrel stinks.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. That is the case that stinks—
Kansas,

Mr. CAMPBELL. I would like any gentleman to tell if he
has examined any one of the items making up this pork barrel.
I do not care who it is; I would like to have the gentlemen
from Tennessee or one of the gentlemen from Tennessee——
[Cries of “No!"]

Mr. CAMPBELL. Gentlemen say “ No,” but I would like to
: §M£¢ some of the facts upon which some of these claims are

& :

Mr. KENDALL. Take his word for it; he is a truthful man.
[Laughter.]

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; he is truthful, but he does not testify
in behalf of any of these items.

Mr. KENDALL. He knows.

Mr. CAMPBELL. But he only asks for the money, without
giving evidence and declaring the claimants were loyal——

Mr. KENDALL. Is the gentleman from Kansas trying to
impeach the gentleman from Tennessee?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at all; far be it from me to impeach
the gentleman from Tennessee,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield to me?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from North Carolina
yield to me?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield the gentleman two minutes.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Now, gentlemen, I am talking seriously
to this House.

You may think it an unimportant matter to the country to
vote two and three-quarter millions out of the Public Treasury
without an explanation of a single item in the bill making up
this omnibus bill. g

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have no time.

Mr. AUSTIN. Is it not a fact the gentleman has voted for
public buildings without any explanation?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at all; we always have the report of
the committee on building bills——

Mr. AUSTIN. But not item by item.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes; item by item, after hearings upon
them; but this report does not show a reason for the passage
of a single one of the bills incorporated here in this pork
barrel; not one.

Mr. AUSTIN. I desire to ask the gentleman if he heard the
g}ﬁtement of the chairman of the committee in regard to this

Mr. CAMPBELL. I heard the chairman’s statement, and I
have the report in my hand made by the committee, and I find
the items distributed among the States so as to get votes for the
pork barrel. That is what the report shows, and all it shows.

Mr. KENDALL. It was necessary to distribute these bills
that way or this omnibus bill could not be passed.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, yes; that is what I say; it was abso-
lutely necessary, I take it, that the report should distribute the
items among the States, but there has been nothing said about
the merits of the cases; not one.

Mr. COLIl.. Does the gentleman think that by putting that
one item in it would get the whole Kansas delegation?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, it will not get one Member from
Kaneas, I will assure the gentleman from Ohio.

; 1’I_e*ttde CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to give the gentleman an extra half hour.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield him all the time he
wants. [Laughter.]

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I call for the regular order.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr.
Chairman,

It.The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey will state

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Who has the floor?

The CHAIERMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Krrcain] has the floor.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I ask the gentleman to yield
to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. GarreTT] five minutes of time.

Mr., KITCHIN, I have yielded to my friend from Mississippi
[Mr. Caxprer] four minutes.

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, I must confess I am very
much surprised at the speech which has just been made by the
distinguished gentleman from Kansas, He says there is not a
single reason given in the report of the chairman of the com-
mittee for the payment of these claims. There is one guestion
that is beyond controversy, and that is the fact that standing
behind every single, solitary claim that is presented by the re-
port of the committee is a favorable finding of the Court of
Claims of the United States. [Applause.] This court was
established by Congress in order to defermine and pass upon
the validity of these claims,

Mr. AUSTIN. By a Republican Congress.

Mr. KENDALL. That does not invalidate it.

Mr. CANDLER., As I said a moment ago, there is not a
claim included in the bill as reported by the Committee on
Claims upon which there is not a favorable finding by this
court of competent jurisdiction established by the legislative
branch of this Government to pass upon these claims.

Mr. CAMPBELL. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. AUSTIN. And every judge upon that court is a Re-
publican.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Did the gentleman from Mississippl [Mr.
CaxpLER] ever read the testimony in any one case of the cases
submitted to the Court of Claims upon which a finding was
made?

Mr. CANDLER. That was the business of the court.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Did the gentleman read any of that testi-
mony? We are called upon here to render a judgment,

Mr. CANDLER. That was the duty of the court and not the
duty of “ the gentleman from Mississippi.” When you submit a
case to a court, and before that court the Government is repre-
sented by attorneys——

Mr. CAMPBELL. They are nothing more than a referee.

Mr. CANDLER (continuing). And the claimant is repre-
sented by counsel, and the facts are presented to the court, then
the court of competent jurisdiction under their oaths to do their
duty perform it—I presume, patriotically—and with the purpose
of finding out the truth and finding out the facts. There is one
thing that is remarkable, and it is getting to the point in this
country when the people are getting very tired of it, and that
is, that the Government of the United States demands of its
citizens the payment of every dollar that any citizen of this
country owes to the Government.

It uses every power at the command of the Government in
order to enforce payment, and it usually succeeds; but when
comes to the time when this great Government that is filled
with marvelous and wonderful resources and, thank God, has
always been able, up to date, to meet its responsibilities and to
meet its obligations, comes to the payment of its debts to its
citizens, it puts them off from year to year and for decades of
years, until the claimants have grown old with age, and even
in their old age, when they are feeble and oftentimes unable
to support themselves, the Government withholds from them
what it honestly ought to pay them. I believe that the time
has come in these United States when the Government onght to
pay its honest debts, and especially when those debts are
backed up and sustained by the judgment of a court of compe-
tent jurisdiction. [Great applause.]

In the States, whenever a judgment is obtained against a
county, aye, in a municipality, when a judgment is obtained
against a muniecipality and payment is refused, there are some
means provided by law whereby a claimant may get into court
and at least, by judicial proceeding, have an opportunity to
enforce the payment of the judgment which has been rendered
in his favor. [Applause.] But the Government of the Untied
States can not be forced to pay. The citizens must depend upon
their Representatives in Congress to see that the Government
does pay what it honestly owes to its people.
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Mr., CAMPBELL. Does the gentleman from Mississippi con-
tend that a judgment has been entered in any of these cases?

Mr. CANDLER. I contend that there is a favorable finding
of facts in favor of the claimants,

Mr. CAMPBELL. A very different thing from a judgment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired.

Mr. CANDLER. We are called upon here to render our
judgment and to authorize the payment of these debts of the
Government.

Mr. KITCHIN. I yield to the gentleman two minutes more.

Mr, ANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to give the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. CaNprEr] an extra half hour.

o Mr. CANDLER. I sincerely thank my good friend from
hio.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the committee is in the hands
of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcHIN].

Mr. CANDLER. Under the law as passed by Congress these
claims were referred {o the Court of Claims.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-
sippi has expired.

Mr. KITCHIN. lIr Chairman, I ylelded him two minutes
more.

Mr. GANDLER. Under the law as passed by Congress these
claims were referred to the Court of Claims in order that that
court might pass on the facts and report its findings. For the
benefit of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Campeerr] I will say
again that every claim in this bill as reported has a favorable
finding of facts from the Court of Claims. The committee put
no claims into the bill without a favorable finding of facts re-
ported from the Court of Claims.

Mr. COLE. Is there anything in this bill, may I ask the
gentleman, for the Tombighee River?

Mr. CANDLER. No. But I may state to the gentleman that
if the Tombigbee River had a claim in this bill it would be a
just claim, becaunse the Tombigbee River has never and will
never present a claim but one that is just and right. [Great
applause.]

Now, just a word more. The genfleman from Kansas has
said that this is a “ pork barrel.” Let me say that you can not
make a pork barrel out of findings, favorable findings, coming
from a court of justice. Such findings never made a pork bar-
rel in this country, and never will make a pork barrel, because
when a finding is made by that court and comes back from that
court to this body in a report of tlie court as to the findings,
showing that the claim is a just elaim, it is up to us to see
whether it shall be paid or not. [Criesof “Goon!” “Goon!™
“Don't stop; go on!”]

Mr. MASSEY. The gentleman from Mississippi was speak-
ing about a pork barrel. May I ask him if the contents of it
are not old enough to be stale and tainted? [Laughter.]

Mr. CANDLER. Some of it is old, and ought to have been
paid a long time ago, and if the Government had discharged
its honest obligations it would have been paid. And the gentle-
man from Kansas said it did stink. If that is true, the way to
disinfect it and to keep it from stinking is for the Government
to pay its honest debts promptly. [Laughter and applause.]

I believe that the debts of the Government should be paid
with the same prompiness and honest integrity that we as indi-
viduals pay our own honest debts. [Great applause.]

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to
my venerable friend from Missouri, Judge Rucker. [Applause.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to find
the gentleman from North Carolina in such a happy mood to-
night. The fact of it is the Democracy is happy—all of us are
happy. Moreover, we are united, and what appeared to be a
lecture delivered by the distinguished gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Sims] was not really intended to be a lecture. He
recognizes as well as anybody that each individual Member has
a right to vote on such questions as these as he thinks proper.
He recognizes that every Democrat here who voted to sustain
the Chair voted his convictions. I, myself, voted with the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, and I really think it would be more
difficult for me to explain my vote than it would be for some
of my colleagues who voted the other way to explain theirs.

But, Mr. Chairman, we have a gentleman springing up from
the West, away out from the plains of Kansas, who under-
takes to tell trusted Representatives of the people what they
should do; and not only so, but in his broad and sweeping de-
nunciation he impugns the organized tribunals of this land; he
assails the judiciary of the countiry; he assails the integrity
of this House; he assails gentlemen who have the approval of
the President of the United States, and who owe their positions
to him; and he assails gentlemen who have behind them no less
support than that of the distinguished Speaker of this House,

who, without consulting anybody, appointed every man on every
committee in the House. [Laughter and applause.]

It may be that the gentleman’s criticism is just. It may be
that the Republican committees of this House are reckless in
the of duty. It may be that they have reported a
pork barrel, as charged by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
CamprerLr], but I deny it. I, for one, want to say, on the con-
trary, they have hewn too closely to the line. They have al-
lowed even sentimentality to guide their actions, it seems to me.
So far as my observation is concerned, I cheerfully indorse the
committees of the House; not only the committees now on trial,
but all the committees, for faithful, honest, and efficient work
generally, and always, so far as the Democratic side of the com-
mittee is concerned. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, we read every day in the press of the pork
barrels that we make here, and no wonder we are criticized by
the public and it has become a questionable honor to represent
a proud constituency on this floor, when we find gentlemen here
with the hardihood to stand upon this floor and denounce the
courts of the United States and the eommittees of the House
for reporting bills and for alleged prorating among the mem-
bership the so-called pork, in order to capture, to subsidize, or
to buy the votes of Representatives.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I find that Missouri has only 16 pieces
in this pork barrel

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman from Kansas is as
far wrong about that as about the other, and if he makes that
statement deliberately, and made the other deliberately, neither
one of them is true.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have the bill here.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not intend to indulge in
personalities. I like the gentleman from Kansas.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield
to the gentleman from Kansas?

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Certainly, I will yield to him;
but I ask him to be quick about it, becanse I have only a tew
minutes.

Mr. CAMPBELL. On page 19, the gentleman from Missouri
will find 16 elaims from the State of Missouri.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Oh, the gentleman is talking
about the whole State of Missouri?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentlem
put in Kansas, too. I do not represent the whole universe.
Unfortunately, or perhaps fortunately, I am not one of those
few who arrogate to themselves supremacy over the universe.

Mr. CAMPBELIL. The Missouri claims are 16 to 1.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. A distinguished author, frequently
quoted, once wrote of a character whom he described as a man
who—

With odd old ends stol'n forth of holy writ;
And seem a saint, when most I play devil.

And T sometimes wonder if that language was prophetic and
could have any reference to certain gentlemen on the floor of
this House.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired.

Mr. KITCHIN. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri two
minutes more to round up. [Laughter.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want to say,
with reference to the care and painstaking ability that these
gentlemen on the committee have exercised in reporting this
bill, that if they have treated every claimant as they treated an
old man in my district, the criticism should be the other way;
and before this Congress adjourns, if this filibuster ever ends, I
am going to oppose the Committee on War Claims with all my
force, not because they have been unjust to the Government, but
because they have been unjust to an old man who until recently
resided in my district, and I want to assure the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. Campeeryr] it is no humiliation for me to stand
here in advoeacy of the rights of a citizen of that district. I
compliment my Republican friend from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]
for his advocacy of the interests of his constituents.

I say the highest duty a man owes is to be loyal and true
to those whom he courted and wooed and whose confidence he
won. I say that the man who is disloyal to them never was
worthy of the confidence reposed in him, and I rejoice in seeing
gentlemen stand for the integrity of their districts and for the
integrity of the citizens of their districts. I am going to ask
the House after a while not to decrease this bill, but to increase
it for the benefit of an old man I have heretofore referred to,
and give him what I am absolutely sure he should have.

Mr. EENDALL. Is that the same man you were talking
about last night?

an might as well '
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Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; it is the same man; that is
the second edition about him. Mr. Chairman, can I get unani-
mous consent for a few minutes longer?

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will yleld the gentleman a
minute to finish the story about the poor old soldier.

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am very grateful to my friend,
but one minute is hardly adequate to describe his condition and
the merits of his claim. I will take some other time when the
House is in a better frame of mind, when I will ask for an hour
to tell the House fully about the merits of his case. I thank
the gentleman from North Carolina.

[Mr. COLLIER addressed the committee. See Appendix.]

Mr. KITCHIN. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. Froyp].

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, as I am a member
of the War Claims Committee, I want to resent, in behalf of that
committee, the charge made by the gentleman from Kansas that
this is a “ pork-barrel” bill. The Committee on War Claims
have reported in this House a bill with only such claims as have
been referred to the Court of Claims by the House and reported
favorably by that court.

As has been stated by the gentleman from Mississippi, In
every one of these claims the loyalty of the claimant has been
established by the court. Not only have these claims been con-
sidered by the court, but resolutions were first referred to the
War Claims Committee, favorably reported by that committee,
and passed by the House before they went to the court, and in
each case ex parte proof was made before that committee and
then the case went to the Court of Claims, and was tried by the
very tribunal that this Congress has created for the purpose of
hearing and determining such claims.

They are based on findings of the Court of Claims and not
apportioned to the States according to the number of districts
in the several States, nor according to the individual Repre-
sentatives of the State, but apportioned to the States according
to the number of findings of the Court of Claims on the sub-
ject.
The gentleman from Kansas challenged the committee to cite
one case that is just, and I would like to have his attention
while I tell him about one. The case is of William H. Engles,
of Washington County, Ark., for $1,510. He lives at Prairie
Grove, in Washington County, Ark. At Prairie Grove was
fought one of the bloodiest battles of the Civil War fought west
of the Mississippi River. This old man, in a country where his
neighbors and the whole community were in insurrection and
rebellion against the Government, remained loyal, and the
commanding officer of the Federal forces took his corn, his meat,
and his wheat, to the amount of $3,000, according to the order
given by the commanding officer. He receipted for the amount.

That old man to-day is still living, 87 years old, and this great
Government has refused to pay him one dollar, and yet the
Court of Claims, established by this Congress to adjudicate such
claims, after hearing the testimony, has adjudicated and re-
guc*fi% the amount below what the commander gave him to

1,510,

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman when that claim was first presented to Congress.

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. I could not tell the gentleman
when it was first presented, but he has been trying to get it paid
ever since the Civil War and never has received a cent. I say
that such treatment of loyal citizens of this Republic is out-
raogeous. It was not for property destroyed. Some one said
that we were paying for property destroyed.

There is not an item in the bill for property destroyed. It is
for property taken and used by the Federal forces under article
40 of the Regulations of the War Department, which allowed
Federal commanders to go and take property from loyal sub-
Jects wherever they might find it for the use of the Army, but
which required them to give a receipt for the property taken
and the value of it.

Mr. KENDALL. The question I had in mind was why the
previous Congresses had not adjudicated it.

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. It has been in every bill of this
kind that has been reported by the House since I have been a
Member of Congress.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FLLOYD of Arkansas. Certainly.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Did the gentleman from Arkansas ever
present this claim on its individual merits in the House?

Mr. FLOYD of Arkansas. Noj; I never had an opportunity,
but the committee of which I am a member has reported all of
these claims, and we have sorted those out which we believed to
be absolutely just, about which there could be no question, and
have put them in an omnibus bill, and wherever there was the

shadow of a doubt about a claim we have reported it in a
separate bill, and many of those separate bills have passed.

Mr, CAMPBELL. What testimony was produced before the
Court of Claims when this claim was passed?

Mr, FLOYD of Arkansas. I have not been to the Court of
Claims. It is sufficient to me that the Court of Claims has
heard the sworn testimony of witnesses taken under the rules
of that court, and has entered its findings and judgment in
favor of the claimant.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. KITCHIN. How much time have I remaining?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 54 minutes remaining,

Mr. KITCHIN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsoN]. [Applause.]

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Chairman, considerable levity has been
indulged in during the course of this discussion. I beg to call
the attention of the committee to the fact that this is an im-
portant measure; that it deserves careful and deliberate con-
sideration. The Congress of the United States has provided a
tribunal before which testimony relating to war claims may be
presented. That tribunal has passed upon questions of fact,
and this bill contains no item upen which favorable findings
have not been had.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man if it is not a fact that the Court of Claims details a
special attorney to go on the ground and examine the witnesses
and cross-examine them.

Mr. ROBINSON. It is a fact, and I was just about to say
that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CaMpeELL] is too good
a lawyer to make the argument which he has offered this even-
ing in good faith, in my judgment. Mr. Chairman, it is not
only true that the Court of Claims details an attorney who goes
upon the ground and examines the wiinesses and cross-examines
the witnesses for the claimant, but every right of the Govern-
ment of the United States is carefully preserved in those hear-
ings, and it ought not to lie in the mouth of a Member of Con-
gress to question the findings of facts made by a tribunal which
has been established by the law passed by this body. Almost
50 years have come and gone since the Civil War closed. Oh,
the gentleman from Kansas comes from a section of this Repub-
lic which is not materially affected, perhaps, by the considera-
tion of this bill,

But I want to say to him that liberal-minded men indorse the
principle that the citizen should pay his debts when he is able
to do so, and they go further than that, and confirm the prin-
ciple that the Government ought to pay its just debts when they
have been established by a tribunal of its own choosing. There
is a spirit of justice, gentlemen, underlying these war claims
that ought to address itself to you, whether you come from the
East, the West, the North, or the South. This bill provides a
restitution for property taken by the Federal Army to maintain
its soldiers when they were in the field fighting the battles of
this Republic. This is a restitution for property which was
contributed by loyal citizens of this Republic to be used in
maintaining its flag when hundreds and thousands of hands
were uplifted to pull it down. I say to you if you want to do
justice, if you want to be fair, you should pass this bill, which
has been too long delayed.

It is no argument to any fair-minded lawyer to say that the
Government has postponed the payment of just debts for a
half century and therefore it ought not to pay them at all
The hour has come and the clock is about to strike when this
Congress ought to affirm by legislation the principle that every
just debt established by a tribunal fixed by Congress should be
paid and paid as promptly as possible. I appeal to my friends
on that side of the Chamber in all seriousness to let this
measure pass. You know that it is just, you know that you
can not fairly impugn the integrity of the Court of Claims, and
you know that you can not assail this bill unless you do im-
pugn the findings of fact for which this bill contains provision.
Mr. Chairman, I yield back to the gentleman what time I may
have remaining. [Loud applause.]

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the French
spoliation elaims and am in favor of the claims known as war
claims, both of which are now under consideration. I do not be-
lieve that any man who has given a thorough investigation to
these French spoliation claims can conscientiously vote to pay a
dollar upon them. These claims arose more than 100 years ago
and the losses sustained for which they are made occurred be-
tween 1793 and 1801. Some gentlemen here seem to be under the
impression, and have, no doubt, been so informed by those inter-
ested in the passage of this bill, that France actually paid into
the Treasury of the United States the money with which to liqui-
date these claims, and that for some reason or other our Gov-
ernment wrongfully withheld payment from the original claim-
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ants, and is now withholding it from their remote and distant
heirs. There is not a shadow of foundation for such impres-
sion, nor a particle of truth in the information. The claims
for which indemnity was made by France in the treaties of 1803
and 1831 have long ago, before our day, been paid, and are
in no way connected with the claims in the bill under consid-
eration.

The claims under consideration, known for a hundred years
or more as the French spoliation claims, are for damages sus-
tained between 1793 and 1801, during the maritime war, or
quasi war, between this country and France on account of the
geizure, detention, and confiscation by the French of the vessels
and cargoes of American citizens engaged in foreign commerce.
The validity of these old claims rest on the contentions, which
were immediately made to the first Congress after the treaty
of 1801 and have continued to this hour, that the owners, being
American citizens, had the right to demand of France indem-
nity for the damages inflicted, and the right, if France refused
payment, to demand of our Government to use its diplomacy,
and, that failing, its military powers to enforce payment from
France; that, France having demands against the United States
for alleged violations on our part of the treaty of 1778 and also
demands for damages inflicted by American citizens upon the
property of its citizens, in the treaty of 1801 the mutual de-
mands of the respective Governments were waived for mutual
considerations, and -that by thus surrendering the demands
and rights of her citizens our Government took their property
for its public use without compensation, which is forbidden by
the Constitution. I regret that my time is so limited that I
can not go into an analytical discussion of these contentions and
show how utterly unfounded they are,

The men who founded this Republic had these claims imme-
diately presented to them and they refused to pay them. In
1802 they were presented to Congress. A committee investigated
and reported, but without positive recommendation, that they
should pass; and upon that report, although the losses had only
occurred from two to seven years before this, and when all the
evidence of the facts and circumstances connected with the claims
was fresh in the minds of all, while the original claimants, the
actual sufferers, and all the witnesses were living, the House, all
of whose Members were witnesses to and many of them actors
in the very events that gave rise to the demands, by an over-
whelming vote defeated a bill or resolution to pay these claims
and denied their validity.

Again, in 1818, a committee of the Senate investigated these
very claims, took evidence, considered petitions and memorials,
at a time when all the facts and ecircumstances were still fresh
in the minds of the people and of the Members, and this com-

mittee unanimously reported that these claims were not valid

obligations upon the Government and ought not to be paid, and
the Senate, following the report, overwhelmingly, I think with-
out a single dissenting vote, declared that these French spolia-
tion claims should not be paid and that the Government was in
no way liable. Again, in 1822, while still fresh in the minds of
Congress, a committee of the House reported adversely; and
again, in 1824, an adverse report was made by the House com-
mittee, and, as I recall, the House in both instances voted
against their validity and payment. And yet more than 100
years afterwards this Congress is asked to appropriate
$842 688.53, and an additional appropriation will be asked of
$1,458,738.73 for the old insurance companies that 115 years
ago underwrote the risks of the vessels and cargoes, notwith-
standing the fact that they were paid large and increased
premiums for the very risks which eventuated in the losses to
the owners. These insurance companies claim that the Govern-
ment was liable to the American owners of the vessels and
cargoes; and these owners, being paid by them for their losses
on account of the spoliations and seizures, they, the insurance
companies, are subrogated to the rights of the original owners,
The subcommittee of the Committee on Claims at this session,
while we were considering this bill, reported favorably an
amendment to the bill, appropriating the additional $1,458,738.75
to pay these insurance companies.

Mr, KENDALL. I understood the chairman of the commit-
tee, in his statement to-night, to suggest that possibly the rea-
son that the Government had refused payment of those early
claims of which the gentleman speaks was because its resources
were so limited it was thought inexpedient to incur that obliga-
tion. I wish the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KiTcHIN]

would develop his view on that subject.

Mr. KITCHIN. I heard the gentleman say that myself, but,
between you and me, he did not know what he was talking
about [laughter], because that was not even suggested in any
of these early reports or in the adverse actions of the House

and Senate.
1803——

Mr. BROUSSARD.
tion?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will

Mr. BROUSSARD. As a matter of fact, were not the claims
much larger than the entire revenue of the Government, and
was not that the reason the Government at that time did not
consider these claims?

Mr. KITCHIN. Is that your information?

Mr. BROUSSARD. That is my information, absolutely; that
it was because of that reason.

Mr., KITCHIN. That is your information from people who
are living now, and that information is absolutely incorrect.

Mr. BROUSSARD. It was because, if the gentleman will
permit me, the claims were between $20,000,000 and $40,000,000,
and at that time the entire revenues of the Government were
less than $11,000,000. Is not that a fact?

Mr. KEITCHIN. The amount of the claims at that time were
estimated by some at from $5,000,000 to $S,000,000.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Did not some estimate them as high as
$40,000,000, and was not the revenues of the Government at that
time only about $11,000,0007

Mr. KITCHIN. No man in Congress, no man on any of the
committees, estimated them at anything like $25,000,000, but it
is possible they had claim lawyers and claim lobbyists then, as
now, who made excessive claims.

Mr. BROUSSARD. But I am seeking the gentleman’s
opinion, not that of the claim lawyers. In the gentleman's
opinion, about how large were these claims?

Mr. KITCHIN. Between $5,000,000 and $8,000,000. And as
evidence of this, no bill introduced in those very times and for
T5 years afterwards asked for more than $5,000,000 with which
to pay the claims,

Mr. BROUSSARD. True. Now, then, that is the gentle-
man’s opinion, Is it not a fact that the entire revenues of the
Government at that time did not exceed $11,000,0007

Mr. KITCHIN. I do not know about that, I will say to the
gentleman; but I do know this, that in 1803, when this matter
was discussed, Congress decided, upon the evidence of men who
suffered the losses and living witnesses of the facts and cir-
cumstances surrounding these claims, that these were not valid
obligations on the part of the Government—not valid claims—
not that they were good claims and the Government was not
able to pay them. But, in answer to you further, the Govern-
ment was able to pay in 1818, in 1822, and 1824; and it was
able to pay in 1890, in 1892, in 1893; and the Government was
able to pay in 1895 and in 1896, when the House by positive
votes in each of those years refused to pay and denied their
validity. For 90 years the Government was able to pay, and
yet, with these claims knocking at the doors of Congress at
almost every session during that time, payment was refused.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Arid the Government was able to pay in
1891, 1899, in 1902, 1905, and 1909, and the Government did
pay. Now, what answer has the gentleman to make to that
argument?

Mr, KITCHIN. The Government did not pay in 1909, but I
am going to come to these payments later and try to satisfy
both the gentleman and the House about them.

Mr. PRINCH. Will the gentleman yield to a suggestion?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will,

Mr. PRINCE. Let me read this much:

There have been 70 reports in all, of which 39 have been made in
the Senate and 31 in the House. Of these reports, 65 are favorable to
the claims and seven are adverse. Of the latter, three were before 1826,
when for the first time Congress had before it all the evidence in regnrci
to these claims, gathered from the correspondence.

And here is a list of the reports to the House and the re-
sults. In 1802 there was a favorable report and in 1807 a
favorable report.

Mr. KITCHIN. You leave out the action of the House in
1803 and the action of the Senate in 1818, by which payment
was refused by an almost unanimous vote, and many other
such actions of the House, to which I shall later call attention.

Mr.t PRINCE. Eighteen hundred and two was a favorable
repor

Mr. KITCHIN. No; that was not positive.
leaves the matter in doubt.

Mr. PRINCE. The report by a select committee April 22,
1802, was a favorable report, in the first session of the Seventh
Congress, and then——

Mr. KITCHIN. One minute. You have 30 minutes, or an
hour, after I get through, and you can put that in.

Mr. PRINCE. Yes; I am going to put that in the Rrcorp. I
want to say that in 1835 Webster went over the whole matter

Congress did not consider that. Congress in
Will the gentleman permit an interrup-

The report
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and made one of the most famous speeches that has ever been
made in either branch of Congress on the subject.

Mr. KITCHIN. Obh, that is what these claimants say; but I
will remind the gentleman and the House that, notwithstanding
Mr. Webster's report and famous speech, both the Senate and
the House refused to act.

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to suggest to the gentleman——

1’11‘(1;3 CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina
yield?

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; if it is a good suggestion. [Laughter.]

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to say to the gentleman from
North Carolina, in answer to the argument that the Govern-
ment did not have the money in 1835, that it was during that
time, in the administration of Andrew Jackson, that the first
great surplus in the United States Treasury occurred, and it
was so great that $28,000,000 was distributed among the States.

Mr. KITCHIN. And I may add that it was the first and
only administration that ever got this Government out of debt.
Yes; the gentleman is correct. There was a surplus of many
million dollars in the Treasury in 1835, when, as the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Prince] reminds us, Mr. Webster made that
famous report and speech in behalf of these claims, and yet
with an overflowing Treasury Congress refused to pay them.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Would the gentleman from North Caro-
lina yield a moment in order that I may ask the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. CuLror] a question?

Mr. KITCHIN. I am sorry I can not yield. My time is
limited.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will give the gentleman an equal
amount of time when I get it.

Mr. KITCHIN. All right; I will yield.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Curror] this question: How does the gentleman
account for the fact that out of 70 reporis only five were ever
made against this proposition in this House or in the other
branch of the legislative body of this Government, if what he
contends for is correct?

Mr. CULLOP. I account for it in this way, that the body
in which the report was made did not agree with the commit-
tee and turned the report of the committee down.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Is not that true, then, of every war claim
that is pending now for whieh the gentleman from North
Carolina [Mr. KrrcHiN] is contending? And, further, did not
the same court pass upon both classes of claims and on both
questions, and rendered judgment upon both of them?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will come to that proposition later.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will yield my time to the gentleman, so
that he may answer.

Mr. KITCHIN. You and the gentleman from Indiana can
fight that out among yourselves when I get through.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will appeal to the gentleman from
North Carolina and ask him if that is not the question. Did
not the same court pass upon both questions, and can he con-
sistently stand here and assail the judgment of the court in one
instance and support its judgment in another instance?

Mr, KITCHIN. The gentleman from Louisiana puts too
many questions together at once. I will say to him, however,
if he will be patient, I will later on in my remarks discuss the
proposition contained in his inquiries.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will propound them singly, if the gen-
tleman would so prefer.

Mr. KITCHIN. Let us see if these claims are just. Let us
see if they are valid claims against the Government.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Let me ask the gentleman right there——

Mr. KITCHIN. I must decline to be interrupted further at
this stage by the gentleman, since he has been allotted time to
address the committee after I finish.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi.
a question?

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. Let it be short.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman stated a
few minutes ago that there were about $1,440,000 to be paid to
insurance companies.

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; on the same grounds as the rest.

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. My information is that
the acts under which the Court of Claims is proceeding in
this matter referred both the claims of the insurance companies
and the claims of individuals to the Court of Claims, and the
court has been passing upon all of them, and has rejected the
insurance claims, but has found both the facts and the law
in favor of the claimants who are provided for in this bill.
Is that correct?

Mr. KITCHIN. No; they did not reject the insurance claims.
They found over $1,440,000 for the insurance companies. To

May I ask the gentleman

-

be accurate, the findings up to date for the companies amount .
to $1,458,738.73.

Before the interruptions by so many inquiring gentlemen, I
was proceeding to show that the Congress whose Members were
fellow citizens and contemporaries of the original claimants,
and many of whom participated in the events out of which
arose these claims, and therefore knew the facts and cireum-
stances connected with them, immediately after the ratifieation
of the treaty of 1801, the first session thereafter, had presented
to its consideration these very claims; and the House in 1503
and the Senate in 1818, after consideration and investigation,
decided against their yalidity and refused to pay any of them.
If these had been just and valid obligations on the part of
the Government, can we doubt that our forefathers, contem-
poraries of the original sufferers, would have denied pay-
ment? Why did not Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, and other
Presidents, who were also contemporaries of the original claim-
ants and who were leading actors in the events of that day
and participants in the making of the treaties with France,
recommend in some way to Congress the payment of these
claims? The fact is that no President from the time the first
demand was made until President Arthur's administration, a
period of more than 80 years—long after every original sufferer
and every witness was dead—ever made a favorable recommen-
dation In any message, although at almost every session since
1802 claimants, with their lawyers and lobbyists, came knock-
ing at the doors of Congress. We can not believe that Jeffer-
son, Madison, Monroe, whose lives were so interwoven with
those events and who had personal knowledge of the facts and
circumstances connected with these claims, would have re-
mained silent and refused to ask Congress to pay them if they
were just. We can not believe that Congress, in those early
times and for so many years afterwards, would so often and so
long have refused payment if the claims had been just

Our forefathers, whose courage and patriotism and wisdom
founded this Republic and guided its early destiny, we must
assume, were equally as serupulous in maintaining the integrity
of the Government they had formed, equally as sensitive of its
legal and moral obligations, equally as anxious to acknowledge
and pay its honest debts due their unfortunate fellow citizens,
who were the actual sufferers of the losses sustained, as are the
gentlemen, in and outside of this House, who manifest so much
anxiety to pay these millions to the thousands of remote descend-
ants, scattered to the four winds of the earth, and a few insurance
companies, lest a failure to pay now at this late day would im-
peach the national honor. They were, it must be admitted, in a
better position to know and ascertain the facts and circumstances
of the losses and to judge of the justice and validity of these
claims than statesmen in this House who, born a half century
after the last of the original claimants and every witness were
in their graves, are now repeating the old interested cry of
wrong and injustice and clamoring for payment on the ground
that these century-aged claims are just and valid.

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is it not also true that three Presi-
dents during the period named have vetoed these very bills?

Mr. EITCHIN. Yes.

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Presidents Pierce, Polk, and Cleve-
land.

Mr. KITCHEN. Yes; I was coming to that. In 1846, just
before the close of the session, a bill was passed by Congress
by a close vote appropriating for the payment of these claims.
This Swas the first bill ever passed in their behalf. President
Polk vetoed the act. In discussing the validity of the claims, he
said:

1 can perceive no Iesal or equitable grounds upon which this large
appropriation can rest.

And that proposed appropriation, thought then to be large
enough to cover all elaims, was more than a million dollars less
than the amount of the findings of the Court of Claims up to
date, and they still have more findings to make. Not only have
claimants increased with the years, but also the amount of
losses, Again, in 1855, near the close of an expiring Congress, a
similar appropriation bill was passed. President Plerce vetoed
it. No stronger, clearer discussion of the subject has been made
than that contained in his veto message. He met and refuted
every contention that had before, or -has since, been made in
behalf of these claims. He declared that he had come to the
“ undoubting conviction ” that there was “no ground on which
to raise a liability of the United States.” In 1896, near the
close of the session, a bill was passed making an appropriation
to pay the so-called judgments of the Court of Claims, which
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had been reported to Congress to that date. Mr. Cleveland
vetoed it. He concluded the discussion of the validity of these
claims in his message in these words:

In the light of all the facts and circumstances surrounding these
sEollation aims, as they are called, none of them, in my opinion,
should be pald.

I shall again refer to Mr. Cleveland's veto message and the
action of a Republican House on it. I desire here to call at-
tention to the fact, and shall show it later, that the House never
passed in an open contest on the floor any bill for these claims,
except in the closing days of a session, and since the first find-
ings of the Court of Claims, 25 years ago, only once has an
appropriation passed after a contest and discussion on this
floor, and that was in the closing hours—a day before, during
an all-night session—of an expiring Congress, and only 10 min-
utes’ discussion given to the subject. But time and time again,
in every open contest on the floor, since the court’s findings,
such bills for the payment have been defeated.

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman explain why we should
not respect the findings of fact and conclusions of law of the
Court of Claims in these French spoliation claims as much as
we should in the case of the southern war claims? I have
spent my time in studying the decisions and the statutes, and I
can see no reason why we should respect the findings of fact
and the conclusions of law in one case and not in the other.

Mr. KITCHIN, I will now answer the gentleman as well as
other gentlemen who have made similar inquiries. But, in the
first place, let ns see how these old claims got into the Court of
Claims. For S0 or 90 years they had been hammering at Con-
gress for payment. The original claimants, the actual sufferers
of the losses, came, as I have shown before, to Congress imme-
diately after the damages were inflicted, and they were turned
down. They came again in 1803 and 1807. Congress again
turned them down. Again they popped up in 1818. Again they
were defeated. But still they came back in 1822 and 1824, and
Congress ignored them. Congress could not get rid of them.
It would turn them down and ignore them Congress after Con-
gress for 10, 20, 30 years, for 50, 756 years; but back they would
come, and back they did come with introduction of bills in every
Congress and almost every session, with the possible exception
of one or two, until 1864, and every time were turned down and
ignored, except in 1846 and in 1855, when the acts were vetoed
by Presidents Polk and Pierce. The claimants, their lobbyists,
and lawyers would not be estopped by any act of Congress. It
could not get rid of them. They would take no action of Con-
gress as final except payment. As time went on one generation
of claimants would die out and another would spring up, many
times more numerous and more clamorous, the heirs of the
original owners multiplying with each generation. Lobbyists
and lawyers would grow in number and in noise. The only rest
they ever gave Congress was between 1864 and 1872 and 1872
and 1882, But in 1872 they were here, and Congress again
ignored them. In 1882, 1884, and 1885 the claimants, as heirs
and next of kin of the old owners, had multiplied into thousands
and tens of thousands, *“ scattered,” as the Court of Claims
said, *“to the four quarters of the globe.” Some few were in
every Member's district. The two insurance companies, the In-
surance Company of the State of Pennsylvania and the Insur-
ance Company of North America, with $825,000 interest in these
old claims, had organized and kept up the fight for over 75
years, Their officers, lawyers, and lobbyists in 1882 reorganized
the fight with renewed vigor and determination. They de-
manded and appealed and begged and lobbied Congress to pay
them, but still it refused. For over 80 years they had persist-
ently put their case before the only tribunal with authority to
hear and determine, the Congress of the United States, and this
tribunal as consistently and persistently refused a favorable
decision, They got a new idea. They wanted to try a new ftri-
bunal, so they begged and appealed and lobbled to be sent to the
Court of Claims, until finally Congress, in the closing days of
an expiring term, on January 20, 1885, wearied almost to death
by the continual lobbying and the appeals, all inspired by these
two big insurance companies, from the thousand of remote
heirs of the original sufferers—the Members being punched as
they were from home by their remotely interested constitutents
and pulled in Washington by the numerous and persistent lob-
byists—passed the act sending these old, stale, repudiated claims
to the Court of Claims. Members voted for this to get rid of
the army of lawyers and lobbyists and the thousands of sup-
posed individual claimants, increasing in number with the years,
and the insurance companies that were eternally harrassing the
life of the Members.

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield to the gentleman from New York
for a question.

Mr. PARSONS. I want to ask the gentleman a question.
The gentleman says that Congress just before it adjourned
passed this act giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction of the
French spoliation claims. It was not just before it adjourned;
it was on January 20, six weeks before it adjourned.

Mr. KITCHIN. I said it was on January 20, 1885, which was
near the close.

The only argument advocates in this House of the payment
of these claims make is that they went to the Court of Claims,
and that the Court of Claims gave judgment in favor of them,
binding the Government to their payment, which judgments,
they say, should be respected, and that some of them have been
paid. But for the action of this court there would not be a
single argument upon the facts and upon the history of these
claims to appeal to the conscience and judgment of any man
in this House. But they cry in our faces, “ The judgment of
the court should be respected.” I deny emphatically that the
decision, or findings, or action, or whatever you may call it,
of this court is a judgment of a court. It is not a judgment
such as in any way is binding as a legal or equitable or moral
obligation on the part of the Government. The court did not
and could not, under the act of 1885 committing these claims to
it, render or undertake to render a judgment like ordinary
Judgments—adjudicating the rights of the parties, making it a
fixed finality between the claimants and the Government as to
the rights of either. Gentlemen in this Congress and in other
Congresses have been misled by the false ery that the Court of
Clalins had settled the controversy between the claimants and
the Government by rendering a final judgment against the
Government. Gentlemen who shout * judgment of the court”
to us certainly must be ignorant of the very act which sent them
to the court. Congress in that act purposely refused to vest
this court with judicial powers in the premises. It refused to
permit its action or findings to be judgments of the court, and
to be a final judicial adjudication of the rights of the parties,
or to fix finally the relations between the claimants and the
Government. Congress knew that to give it the power to render
a judgment, fixing as a finality the supposed rights of the
parties and the Government by which it might impose upon the
Government a legal or moral obligation to pay millions of dol-
lars for damages sustained on the high seas over 90 years be-
fore, when much of the evidence in the lapse of those long years
must have been lost, when every original claimant or sufferer
and every witness to the events of those times had been in his
grave for a half century, would be a mockery and an outrage.
It therefore safeguarded in every way by the act itself the
Government from being bound by such findings., The act ex-
pressly declares—

Such findings and report of the court shall be taken as merely ad-
visory to the law and facts found.

It further declared that—
the actlon and the findings of the court shall not conclude either the
claimants or Congress.

Yet, not satisfied with these provisions, which clearly seem to
be sufficiently protecting, Congress, as a further caution, con-
cluded the act with this clear and emphatic provision :

And nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United
States to the payment of any such claims.

The act is itself an express notice by Congress, both to the
court and to the claimants and to all future Congresses, that
the court’s action or finding shall in no way be construed as a
judgment of the court, and can not constitute in any way either
a legal, equitable, or moral obligation on the part of the Govern-
ment to pay any of these claims. The court itself realized
that it had no such power, and that no such jurisdiction was
conferred upon it by the act. In the Gray case, it being the first
and the alleged test case, the court declared that its—
conclusions are to be taken, both as to law and facts, as advisory, and
not conclusive upon either party, the clalmants or the Government.

So peculiar a jurisdiction, says the court—
was possibly never before conferred upon a strictly judicial tribunal.

Gentlemen who advocate these claims often speak of this act
and often quote from it, but they always fail to call attention to
the provisions which I have cited. The report, from which the
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Claims [Mr, PRINCE]
has read to this House many abstracts, is misleading. I do
not say intentionally so, but it misleads this House in respect to
the jurisdiction of the court over these claims. It guotes a
part of the act but omits those provisions to which I have
called the attention of the House. I do not know who pre-
pared this report, but I do not believe there is a man on our
committee who is smart enough to prepare a report as blg and
as good as this is to sustain claims as bad as these are.
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Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KITCHIN, Certainly.

Mr, PRINCE. Does the gentleman recall that we had publie
hearings and there were presented to the committee facts upon
which a report like this could be made?

Mr, KITCHIN. Yes; I remember some hearings.

Mr., PRINCE. Does the gentleman remember that here is a
list of every report that Congress has made and the action taken
upo:i ?it, which is a matter of record in the report in the depart-
men

Mr. KITCHIN, The reports on these claims have been got-
ten up by slow degrees through the last 100 years, a little
‘added to it every 10 or 15 years, and finally this report, or most
of it at least, was put together by the president of an insurance
company that wants to get its fingers into the Federal Treas-
ury, by virtue of these proceedings, to the tune of several hun-
dred thousand dollars.

Mr, PRINCE. Not one dollar of which is carried in the bill.

Mr. KITCHIN. I know that; but if these claims pass they
will come here and say, “ You have passed these claims after a
vigorous fight, on the judgments of the Court of Claims, and you
have paid all now except ours, and it is right that you should
pay us.” The chairman of our commiitee, following the report
of the subcommittee and so directed by the subcommittee, was
ready before the Committee on Claims to offer an amendment,
putting in the $1,458,738.75 alleged to be due these insurance
companies and included in these so-called judgments for under-
writing the risks on the vessels and cargoes 115 years ago.

Mr. PRINCE. And let me say that the chairman of the
committee has no such intention of offering any such amend-
ment as the gentleman has stated. It never has been in his
mind, is not in his mind now, and he will never offer such an
amendment,

Mr. KITCHIN. No; not now on the floor; but it was offered
in our committee on the favorable report of the subcommittee,
and this report, which I hold in my hands and from which the
gentleman has been quoting, shows that the insurance com-
panies’ claims were to go in as an amendment,

Mr. SWASEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes.

Mr, SWASEY. I desire to know—and the gentleman seems
to impeach the findings of the court——

Mr. KITCHIN, Oh, just ask the question.

Mr. SWASHEY. Does the gentleman intend to impeach the
findings of the court in the spoliation claims and then desire us
to believe the findings in the other claims?

Mr. KITCHIN. I will come to this so-called impeachment of
the court suggestion presently.

Mr. SWASEY, One question more.

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, no; I can not yield.
going to answer all of your gquestions.

Mr. SWASEY. I will not ask anything very long.

Mr. KITCHIN. If I have plenty of time I will answer the
question. You know my time is limited by agreement.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. KITCHIN. Just one minute. When I get through, if I
have any time, then the gentlemen can ask me all the questions
they want and I will gladly answer.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, the splendid chairman of our commit-
tee I do not believe has as good a memory as I have, and as the
other members of that committee have, because I remember he
distinetly sald to our committee, * Gentlemen, if these bills
should be paid, here are some amendments for the payment of
the findings of the court for the insurance companies which I
am directed by the subcommittee to offer,” and that was dis-
cussed without taking action. Finally, one day the insurance
companies themselves came and said, “ Well, do not put ours in
now. It will make the bill too big. We will come in later.”
This is my recollection of what took place. This was not in
executive session, either, and my recollection is corroborated by
this would-be report, already prepared and printed and ready
to be presented to the House if the committee had not adversed
these claims,

I have attempted to show to the House that, by the very act
committing these claims to the Court of Claims, the action or
findings of the court were not intended to have any binding
force, either in law, equity, or morals, on the Government; that
its findings both as to law and facts were simply advisory. In
this connection I desire to call attention to the fact that, though
the act requires the court to give its *“ conelusiong of fact and
law as may affect the liability of the United States,” the right
and power in the Government to appeal to the Supreme Court was
denied it. None of these cases have ever been presented to the

If T have time I am
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Supreme Court, and no opportunity has ever been given our
highest tribunal to review the findings of law by the Court of
Claims, Certainly the Government, to be bound by any findings
of law, should be given the right and opportunity to appeal
to the Supreme Court for its decision upon it.

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KITCHIN. For a short question.

Mr. PARSONS. Is not the finding of fact—and it is merely
a finding of fact—under the Tucker Act, under which these
southern war claims are reported, merely advisory, also?

Mr. KITCHIN. Most of these war claims were sent to the
court under the Bowman Act.

Mr. PARSONS. I beg to call the gentleman’s attention to the
Tucker Act and to ask the gentleman if he can find in section 14
of the act anything that shows that Congress should pay the
findings of the court?

Mr. KITCHIN. No. If the gentleman will be a little patient
I will come to the southern war claims and the findings of the
court as to them presently.

Mr. Chairman, in the face of the fact that Congress expressly
by the act itself declared that the court’s action or conclusions
as to the law and facts found should be merely advisory; that
its findings should not conclude either the claimants or Con-
gress; in face of the fact that the act specifically provided that
it should in no way be construed as committing the Govern-
ment to the payment of any such claims, advocates of these
repudiated claims ask if we are going to “impeach the court
by refusing to pay.” If a refusal to pay is an impeachment of
the court, then, sir, both Republican and Democratic Houses
have time and time again impeached this court, because time
and time again since the findings of the court and its reports
to Congress, this House, sometimes Republican and sometimes
Democratie, has votéd down an appropriation for the payment
of these so-called judgments on the ground that they are not
obligations of the Government and ought not to be paid.

Every time any of the French spoliation claims, even after
the findings of the Court of Claims, went before this House in
a fair and open contest they were overwhelmingly defeated.
In 1888, less than two years after the report of the court in the
first cases before it, an effort was made to secure an appropria-
tion to pay these so-called judgments, the members of the
Appropriations Committee made an adverse report against them.

Again, in 1889, they had been included in the deficiency bill
in the Senate and the House conferees forced the conference
committee to drop them. Again, in 1890, after the Senate had
put them in the deficiency bill, an open fight in the House was
made in their favor and a large majority of the House refused
to concur in the Senate's action. But in 1891 the friends of these
repudiated claims, knowing their former fate in an open fight
in the House, after the Senate had again included them in the
deficiency bill, managed to slip it through the House without
dissent, and, perhaps, without the knowledge of anyone except
its friends, in the last hours of an all-night session, on March
3, 1891, at the very close of an expiring Congress.

But in 1892, the Senate having again tacked an appropriation
on the deficiency bill, and it being discovered by Members of the
House, an open fight again was made, and again the appropria-
tion was overwhelmingly defeated. In 1803 another appropria-
tion was asked for, and after similar action in the Senate by in-
cluding them in the deficiency bill, another fight was made
and thé advocates of these same old repudiated claims met an-
other crushing defeat in their efforts to pay these so-called
judgments. And they were defeated again in 1895. 8o, if the
refusal to pay the so-called “ judgments” was an impeachment
of the court, the court was impeached in 1888 by the Appropria-
tions Committee and in 1889 by the conference committee. It
was again impeached by the House of Representatives in 1800
and again in 1891 and again in 1892 and agaipn in 1803 and
again in 1895. And still they ery, “ Do not impeach the court!”
The House in each of these years, whether Democratic or Re-
publican, knew, and so recorded itself, that these'findings of the
court were not binding upon Congress and were not judgments
of the court, were not final adjudication of the rights of the
parties, imposing any obligation on the Government to pay.
But in 1896 an appropriation to pay the claims included in the
findings of the court, after having been put on the deficiency bill
in the Senate, did pass, by a record vote, the House. It went to
President Cleveland for his approval. Mr. Cleveland vetoed it,
and in a clear, strong message conclusively showed that these
claims should be rejected, declaring that they were not valid
claims against the Government. But now, after the veto, what
took place? The bill had carried in the House by a good ma-
jority, yet after Cleveland sent that veto message to the House
with unanswerable arguments against the justice and validity
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of these claims, their friends ceuld not muster but 39 votes in
its favor, while 171 were recorded against it. Cleveland had
convineed nearly every Member of the House of the absolute
groundlessness of these claims.

Did Mr. Cleveland by his veto impeach the court, and was
the House, largely Republican, in standing by the President
after learning the nature and the history of these claims, also
impeaching the court? But they tell us that some of these
elaimsg, backed by the findings of the court, have been paid.
Gentlemen, since December, 1886, when the court, under the act
of 1885, first begun to grind out its favorable findings for claim-
ants upon such evidence as could be gathered after the lapse
of more than 90 years only one appropriation for their pay-
ment has been passed by the House in open contest with full
opportunity for discussion, and that was in 1806, and then, as
I have shown, the President vetoed it, and after the veto, by
an almost unanimous vote, the House stood with the President
and against payment. Now, after this veto by President Cleve-
land and the emphatic stamp of disapproval placed on these
old repudiated claims, even after the favorable findings of the
court by the House, their friends and advocates never affer-
wards dared to make an open fight before the House, but
quietly secured the Senate to put them in some omnibus bill,
or s=ome appropraition bill, and afterwards sneaked them
through conference or the House with the * silent tread of a
cat.,” There is hardly a man on this floor who remembers how
and when the three or four million dollars which have hereto-
fore been appropriated got through this House. I asked this
afternoon, during the speech of the gentleman from Illinois
[Mr. Prixce], if any man could remember how and when these
appropriations were made. I believe my friend, Mr. MANN,
was the only one who had any recollection of them, He re-
membered one in 1899, and he voted against it.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Sodo L

Mr. KITCHIN. That is true. But how did this appropria-
tion get through in 18997 In the early morning of March 3,
after an all night's session, in the rush and turmoil of the
hours of another expiring Congress, another deficiency bill con-
ference report, with an appropriation for their payment tacked
on in the Senate, was brought in by the eonferees, and without
opportunity for Members to investigate and with only about 10
minutes given to the discussion of these claims, it was put
through by a yea-and-nay vote. It was hooked onto other
appropriations in the bill, and thus lumped together the con-
ference report went through, but not without a recorded protest
of 89 Members. But this report, from which my friend from
Illinois [Mr. Prixce] has often quoted to-night, declares, on
page 9—

Since 1896, the date of the last report on the same from this com-
mittee, the subject has not been before it for consideration until the
present Congress. The reason of this bas been that these claims,
ginee that date, have been included as Senate amendments to the omni-
bus claims bill, ete,

On page 21, I read from the same report:

During the last 14 years there has been no debate or dissent In the
acceptanece of the Senate amendments for these claims.

How softly and quietly have they been slipped in from time
to time when opportunity presented itself to their friends and
advocates!

Mr. PRINCE. Will the gentleman look——

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman is going to have an hour for |

another speech. Look where?

Mr. PRINCE. On page 89, and see what it says there.

Mr. KITCHIN. How do you know it is right or not?
never read thig, I believe,

Mr. PRINCE. T have read every word of it,

Mr, KITCHIN. He is telling me to look in what? In the
brief of Mr. Scattergood, the president of this Philadelphia in-
surance company, and that company alone has over $300,000 of
the claims findings by the court, and a cooperating insurance
company has over $500,000.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will say to the gentleman from
North Carolina that he is sitting in the gallery, and has been
sitting there for the past week.

Mr, KITCHIN. He ought to sit there. He is interested, and
ought to stay there and see that the House looks after his
company’s interest, But we ought to stay here and see that the
House looks after the people’s interests,

Mr. BROUSSARD. Does the gentleman from North Caro-
lina object to paying an honest ereditor, even though he has
means?

Mr. KITCHIN. No; but I have shown the gentleman and
the House that precedent actions of this House for over 100
years are against the validity and justice of these claims. I
have shown that Congress after Congress for 113 years have

You

repudiated them, both before and after these so-called judg-
ments of the court; that President after President—contem-
poraries of the original claimants—ignored them; that two
Presidents vetoed them before the act of 1885 and one vetoed
them after the act. If the present claimants thought these
bills were just and honest and the House would sustain
them, why did they not, after the veto of 1806, come into
this House and openly make the fight, as they were forced
to do in the six sessions before, where they got licked every
time? Not one of the measures including these claims wént,
as it ought, to any Committee on Claims in the House. They
were always put on by the Senate to some bill and sent to
conference. What does this report show from which the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr, Prince] reads? It shows “the con-
ferees examined into them.” Yes; they were examined by the
conferees—not by a committee of the House, not by the House.
Then the report of the conferees came in with millions of other
appropriations in it. Nobody knew about these claims. No-
body had time to make investigation. They were the judgments
of the court, their friends explained. So the appropriation
passed under the impression of the Members that they were
court judgments, which bound the Government to payment.
Gentlemen, you have asked me about the court’s findings in
respect to these war claims.

Mr. PARSONS. I ask you now——

Mr. KITCHIN. Every single one of these war claims——

. h.gr:a PARSONS. Is it a judgment, or merely a finding of
acts?

Mr. KITCHIN. The acts under which every one of these war
claims went to the Court of Claims were general acts, known
as the Bowman and Tucker Acts. Most of them went there
under the Bowman Act. The House or a committee of the
House under the Bowman Act can send any claims of any kind
to the Court of Claims for the findings of fact, to be reported
either to the House or the committee. There are no restricting,
qualifying provisions giving notice to the claimants and the
court that the Government should in no way be committed to
payment under the findings.

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman tell me whether they
were judgments or not?

Mr. KITCHIN. They are not judgments, but findings of facts
merely; and such findings are reported to Congress for its
action, to be modified, reversed, approved, or ignored or re-
pudiated, as it may see fit.

Mr. PARSONS. Were they findings of fact or conclusions
of law?

Mr. KITCHIN. TFindings of fact only. No question of law
was involved. No disputed point of law has ever arisen in these
cases. If so, the Government and the claimants should have
been given the right of appeal to the Supreme Court. Con-
gress or the House did not wait 90 or 100 years, a half of a
century after every original ewner, every eyewitness to the
facts and circumstances connected with the claims, had been
dead, before sending them to the eourt for findings of fact.
If so, I would be opposed to them, even on the findings of the
court. But they were sent to the court for findings within
20 or 25 years after the property was taken, or the liability of
the Government was incurred, while the original owners and all
eyewitnesses were living. Eyewitnesses, as well as the owners,
were examined. The officers of the Union Armies who took and
received the property were examined. In many cases the
original vouchers given at the time by the officers were pro-
duced. No one, so far as I know, has ever denied the original
liability of the Government to pay these claims. No one dis-

| putes the faets upon which they are based. No one challenges

the correctness of the court’s findings. No one, even on this
floor, now denies the justice of them: and yet gentlemen affect
to see no difference between such claims and findings of fact by
the court with respeet to them and the century-old and eentury-
condemned spoliation claims and the findings of the court with
respect to them 50 years after all the original owners and all
the witnesses were dead.

Mr. PARSONS. Does the gentleman undertake to say that
the jurisdiction of the court as t6 these claims under the
Tucker and Bowman Acts is other than advisory?

Mr. MANN. As to these war claims findings, is it not a fact
that the committee of Congress has always considered that the
mere finding of the court was not obligatory, and is it not a
faet that the commitiee has always rejected more or less of the
findings and endeavored to pass upon the merits, based upon
the findings of the facts?

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; that is rightt The findings are not
judgments of the court, as I have explained, binding upon the
Government to pay, but are simply findings of fact to be re-
ported to Congress or the committee which sent them to the
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court, and it is with the committee or Congress to pass upon
the merits of the claims. I wish to call attention to another
provigion in the act of 1885. It authorized the court to take
*“ guitable testimony,” * historic ” angd * documentary ” evidence;
that is, any kind of writing, whether contemporary or not.

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Any old thing.

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; any old thing.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. And in a hundred years they
may accept Scattergood’'s report.

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; as my friend from New Jersey [Mr.
HuerESs] remarks, 100 years hence they will take Scattergood’s
report as evidence of the justice of the claims. [Laughter.]

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. KrrcHIN] yield to the gentleman from Georgia? .

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It is a fact, is it not, in regard
to these war claims that the Government sends its own attorney
and examiner out into the field and examines the witnesses as
to the facts and that those facts are the basis of the findings
of the court?

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; the gentleman is correct.

They say that the Government in the last few years has estab-
liched the policy of paying these claims. But I remind the
House it also for a hundred years established the policy of not
paying them., It established the policy of not paying them,
even after the court’s finding, by five affirmative, positive
denials of their justice and refusals to pay. The policy to
pay has been quiet, smooth, smart, doubtful. The policy not
to pay has been open, bold, persistent, consistent.

Mr. Chairman, even if I should concede, which I do not,
that these spoliation claims were originally just and valid, then
it would be exceedingly doubtful whether it would be our duty
at this late day to pay them. If any wrong and injustice has
been done to any or by any, it was done to the original suf-
ferers and their children by our forefathers a century ago.
Even if originally they were just and valid, which I positively
deny, it would be a bad and dangerous policy for us now to
pay them. I can go back now and hunt through 100 years
of our history and almost bankrupt the Government with
claims which, according to evidence we can gather now, wonld
perhaps have some moral or equitable basis if no time limita-
tion is put upon them. If I had time I could this moment pos-
sibly recount $200,000,000 of claims not over 75 years old that,
from what we can learn in this day and time, would seem to
have some basis for their validity. But if just and equitable
they were obligations for other generations to meet and not for
this. Gentlemen, suppose that these claims are just, to whom
would the payment go now? You would have to take a micro-
scope to find in the veins of any of these thousands of clamorous
claimants a drop of blood of the original owners.

The money would go to Tom, Dick, and Harry, a great-great-
great, and so forth, grandchild, a great-great-great, and so
forth, grandnephew, or a tenth, twentieth, or twenty-seventh
cousin. The Court of Claims in the Gray case, the first and
leading case on these claims, replying to the contention that the
act required it to find the next of kin to whom the money shonld
be paid, declared that it was a * physical impossibility ” for it
to ascertain who as heirs and next of kin were present owners
of the claims, and “the rights of thousands of descendants
and devisees of the original claimants who are now scattered
in all human probability to the four quarters of the globe.”
It was in 1886 when the court spoke thus of the thousands of
remote descendants, and now 25 years later these thousands have
multiplied into many more thousands of more remote heirs and
next of kin. It would be an outrage upon the Treasury and a
reckless throwing away of the people's money to now appro-
priate millions of dollars to pay these scattered thousands and
tens of thousands of remote heirs and next of kin, when it is
admitted by all, even admitted by the Court of Claims itself,
that the wvalidity and justice of these claims have been in
doubt and controversy from the very beginning for more than
a hundred years.

But, Mr. Chairman, after a most thorough and exhaustive
examination and investigation of the whole subject of these
French spoliation claims, I have, in the language of President
Pierce, come to the “ undoubting conviction” that they never
had the basis for either a legal, equitable, or moral obligation
on the part of the Government. Gentlemen, it is not these
thousands of remote descendants that are keeping up the fight
and the lobbying year after year and decade after decade, but
it is the insurance companies who are doing it in order to get
Congress to transfer $1,458,000 out of the Treasury into their
pockets.

Mr. DICKSON of Mississippi.
get?

How much do the lobbyists

Mr. KITCHIN. I suppose the lawyers and lobbyists get
from 333 to 50 per cent of each original ciaim.

Mr. MANN. I was just going to ask how much the agents
would get.

Mr, KITCHIN. The claimants, gentlemen, in your district or
mine who are being inspired by these insurance companies to
punch us from home into favoring these claims will get precious
little out of any appropriation we can make. The lawyers and
lobbying agents will receive ten times more than any individual
claimant. They get from 33} to 50 per cent of the whole of the
original claim, while the remaining is subdivided into tens and
hundreds of the next of kin of the original claimant.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North
Carolina has expired.

Mr. KITCHIN. I ask fof just two minutes more.

Mr. PRINCE. I would be glad to yield the time, but I can
not do so. I have more demands for time than I possibly can
accede to.

Mr. COX of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the
gentleman have two minutes.

Mr. MANN. That is not in order.

Mr. PRINCE. I will yield to the gentleman from Louisiana
[Mr. Broussaep], and if he wishes to yield a minute to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina he can do so.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I will give the gentleman a minute. He
declined to answer some of my questions, but I will give him a
minute.

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, if I believed that these claims
were just in the beginning, as I said, I would then hesitate a
long time before at this late day I would vote $2,500,000 of the
people’s money out of the Treasury to pay these remote heirs
and the insurance companies. I fear there is a plan on foot
here, not by my friend from Illinois [Mr. MaxN] in his fili-
buster——

Mr. MANN. I am not filibustering.

Mr. KITCHIN. There is a plan on foot, if these spoliation
claims are defeated here and the war claims are passed, to have
the Senate tack them on again to the war claims, and to bring
back both the war claims and spoliation claims in one bill, so
that in the last days of this Congress it is hoped that enough of
our southern Democrats, whose constituents have claims in the
war-claims bill, will join with the advocates of the French spoli-
ation eclaims and pass both through this House. I want to say
that as much as I believe in the justice of these war claims,
when the French spoliation claims are yoked together with them
in one bill I am going to vote against all of them, for neither
my conscience nor my people will sustain me in voting millions
for these unjust, condemned, and repudiated claims in any bill.
[Loud applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr,
Broussarp] is recognized.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Myr. Chairman, I cheerfully yielded a
minute of my time to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Kircuin], because I recognize in him my leader in the next
Congress, and I made a statement to him that I want to carry
out. That was that if he answered my questions I would yield
some of my time to him.

I am surprised at the attitude of the gentleman who makes
the statement he does in reference to these claims. I want to
say now that I have not one of these claimants in my district,
nor do I know one of them, even excluding the gentleman so
well known by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLE-
rorp], and identified by the gentleman from North Carolina
[Mr. KircHIN], as sitting in the gallery here.

There is not a single cent of all of this appropriation that
will go into my district, or even into my State, so far as I
know, and so far as I am concerned it will have no effect upon
me; but a proposition which requires that the judgment of the
same court shall be paid to one section of our country and be
denied to another section of it, is so obnoxious to my sense of
justice, fairness, and honesty that I resent the assertions being
made upon this floor that some gentlemen, or possibly some cor-
poration that may have a just claim, shall be deprived of it be-
cause forsooth it may have some means beyond the claim which
is pending in this bill. That proposition seems to me so unjust
that I can not refrain from taking the position I do take upon
this question.

In all fairness, my friend from North Carolina should have
said to the committee in addressing it at length that starting
with Thomas Jefferson, including that great galaxy of states-
men that have written their fame on the pages of the history of
our country, have indorsed this proposition as an honorable
claim, and that they should be paid. I for one stand here to

try in so far as I can to have them paid.
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.
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Mr. BROUSSARD. I understood, Mr. Chairman, that T had
five minutes, and I only yielded one minute.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for one
minute more.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I can not in one minute explain the po-
gition of this entire proposition, but there is no one on this
floor that has a better right to speak for the French spoliation
claims than I myself. I belong to that race of people who
loaned their money, their war vessels, and their individuals in
the defense of this country and in establishing this Republic.
[Applanse.] This is an honest judgment, and as an honest
judgment I stand here as a defendant of that race, appealing
for equal justice to all claimants, and they are all Americans
and are as much entitled to be paid, whether they live in New
England or any other portion of the country, as those who live
in the South and are claimants for the war claims. One is
entitled to consideration as much as the other. As I stand
here to-day, I am simply pleading for justice and for the hon-
esty of the American Republic in settling all of its claims in
behalf of all of its claimants, especially when all of them
are American citizens. [Applause.]

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Swasey].

Mr. SWASEY. Mr. Chairman, I, too, am surprised that any
gentleman on the floor of this House will attempt to impeach
the judgment of the Court of Claims in the one case and at-
tempt to uphold it in the other. The gentleman has said that
there was no reason assigned for the veto of these claims by
any of the prior Presidents. I find in the report this language
used by President Polk:

In interposing my objection to its becoming a law, I am truly sensible
that it should be an extreme case which would make it the duty of the
Executive to withhold his approval of any bill by Congress upon the
ground of its inexpediency alone. Such a case I consider this to be.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that the Court of
Claims in either instance have entered a judgment, but I did
find the language used by the court with reference to these spoli-
ation claims to state that their conclusions are conclusions of
law. In the case of the war claims they only find conclusions of
fact.

Now, if we are to turn down and disregard the findings of
the Court of Claims not only upon questions of fact but con-
clusions of law, what shall we do with the war claims where
they find only conclusions of fact?

Something has been said about the age of these claims. The
one may be 100 years old and the other 50 years old, but they
were referred to the same court to find that which Congress
needed. Congress needed the facts in the one case and they
have got the facts and the law, and they have only conclusions
of fact in the other case.

If the law was plain, if the law was clear to the Court of
Claims, why did they not give us the conclusions of law with
reference to the later claims, and why did they make that dis-
crimination, that distinetion? I am constrained to take this
position: I believe it is the duty of this great Government to
pay every dollar of its honest indebtedness and to pay it
promptly, giving to each creditor his honest due. Our Gov-
ernment should be all honor. It can not afford to be otherwise.
If it is just to pay the war claims upon findings of fact alone,
what can you say should be done with the spoliation claims,
that are based upon the findings of the same court upon ques-
tions of fact and law too? I am either for the payment of the
whole or I am for the payment of none. There is where I
stand. If we are to disregard and impeach the finding of the
court, it applies to one just as well as to the other, and I am
opposed to the payment of any or I am in favor of the honest
payment of all. [Applause.]

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes re-
maining.

Mr. PRINCE. I will not use it all. Mr. Chairman, Congress
passed an act in 1885 authorizing the Court of Claims to pass
upon the French spoliation claims. It provided that the Gov-
ernment should be protected by officers of the law. It pro-
vided that such findings and reports of the court shall be taken
to be merely advisory as to the law and facts found and shall
not conclude either the claimant or Congress. I have at no
time hel@ that they were in the nature of a judgment. I have
at no time held that the findings in war claims were in the
nature of a judgment. The same court, made up of the same
judges, sitting on the same bench, in the same building, hear-
ing the same kind of cases, renders the same kind of opinion
of facts in one class of claims at one moment, of French spolia-
tion claims in the other, and you are in favor of adhering to
the finding-of the court when it says war claims, and you deny

the findings of the same court one hour later when it renders a
finding of facts in the other.
Mr. RANDELL of Texas.

Mr. PRINCE. Yes, :

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I desire to know, because I wish
to do what is right about the matter, why there is any necessity
for combining the two different sets of claims. Why would it
not be better, fairer, and juster to consider them separately
according to their own merits?

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to the gentleman I would say this:
We did not tack them on. The Senate sent us the bill. It is
for our action. I have not tacked them on., The bill has come
to this committee. The committee has reported it to the House.
It is for the House, through the Committee of the Whole, to
determine what it wants to do with it.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Would it not be better for us to
reject these claims tacked on by the Senate and let them come
up in the regular order on their own merits, and not submit to
their tacking on things that we have not considered?

Mr. PRINCE. In answer to the gentleman I would say this:
The Senate of the United States has but one Committee on
Claims, which has jurisdiction of all private claims. The House
has four—the Committees on Private Claims, Private Land
Claims, Indian Affairs, and War Claims. Where one has juris-
diction of all kinds of claims, can we determine what it shall
do or shall not do? They have seen fit, having jurisdiction over
all kinds of claims, to combine it in one bill, and it is given to
the House in that capacity.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. This is a Senate bill.

Mr. PRINCE. Yes: it originated in another body, where they
have but one Committee on Claims, taking jurisdiction of all
kinds of claims. It has come as a Senate bill to this body. It
is not the action of this body to combine it, but it for this body
to determine what it wants to do with it.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. Does not the gentleman believe
that ordinarily and in this case it would be better to consider
these matters in separate bills?

Mr. PRINCE. That is not for us to determine,

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PRINCE. Yes.

Mr. MANN. We have now the Senate bill before us, includ-
ing the French spoliation claims, and as to them the gentle-
man's committee has made a recommendation that they be
stricken out.

Mr. PRINCE. Yes.

Mr. MANN. We have on the calendar, reported from the
Committee on War Claims, a war-claims bill (H. R. 32767),
which it is proposed to offer as an amendment to this bill.
Will the gentleman acecept this proposition: That the committee
set aside every other proceeding on the Senate bill and pass the
House war-claims bill, and the Senate can pass that?

Mr. PRINCE. I answer my colleague in this way: I have
no authority to say that, but if it is the will of the House I am
content to abide by the will of the House,

Mr. TAYILOR of Colorado. Why can we not come to some
kind of an understanding of that kind?

Mr. MANN. I am willing to vote for the House war-claims
bill.

Mr. PRINCE. My colleague on the committee is arguing to
the House with reference to claims that are not pending in this
body. It is done here on the plan of men practicing law that
we call in the West “ cuttle fishing.” The cuttle fish is a fish
that swims around other fish and issues from his body an inky
substance to becloud the water so the other fish can not see
what is going on. That is what is called a cuttle-fish argument.
The question here is whether we will pass this bill, not whether
we will take up some other that is not before the committee
and will not be before the committee in any form or shape.
There are three propositions before this committee—war claims,
French gpoliation claims, that have nothing to do with the in-
surance companies whatever, and they are not before this com-
mittee in any shape, form, or manner, nor will they be before
this committee, and the other is the overtime navy-yard claims.
Those are the three questions. If the committee desires to sep-
arate them and pass only war claims, well and good, but if youn
do it, it is my judgment, as I have said before, we have wasted
all of this time and not one single, solitary bill will pass or ever
become a law as a result of such division.

Mr. KOPP. Is it the gentleman’s judgment, then, this bill
can not become a law unless it becomes a law with the French
spoliation claims as a part of it?

Mr. PRINCE. That is my judgment.

Mr. STAFFORD. Who makes that kind of a statement to
give the gentleman a basis to make that assertion?

Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. PRINCE. I say this, if this bill passes with only the
war claims and it goes to the other body, they will add the
French spoliation claims; and if I am on the conference com-
mittee I want to say to you Tairly 1 will never concede until
I come back to this House and the House ratifies the action.
[Applause.] Now, if you are against the French spoliation
claims, I will hold you against them to the end of the session.
I will tell you that frankly, beeause your action upon this bill
will guide my course and I will do what you direct me to do,
but do not find fault with me if your bill fails.

A Meumser. We will not.

Mr. PRINCE. Well, I am done. I have told you the facts,
f(md I have had some experience in this body, and I want to say
0 yon——

Mr. MANN. BSo have I, and I do not think that kind of
a statement binds anybody after they get into conference.
[Laughter.]

Mr. PRINCE. Well, I want to say to my colleague——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. PRINCE. I want to say to my colleague you sent me over
there on the overtime letter carriers’ bill, and I never flinched.

Mr. MANN. I have every confidence in my colleague.

Mr. PRINCE. I did what you told me on three other con-
ferences, and I eame back with the goods, You sent me out,
and T got them.

Mr. MANN. You would on this bill if they would let you.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired;
all time has expired, and the Clerk will read the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise, n]gp:g‘i)ﬂnted. to claimants named in this act the
several sums appropria herein, the same being in full for and the
receipt of the same to be taken and accepted in each case as a full and
final release and discharge of thelr respective claims, namely :

Mr, LAW. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment
as a substitute to the paragraph just read.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers a
substitute, which the Clerk will report.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I wish to give notice at this time
that if the substitute is adopted I shall move to strike out the
pﬂmg;-?phs as they are read down to and including line 9 on
page 4.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I understand it is a bill which
the gentleman is offering as a substitute. Will he kindly give
us the number so that we ean follow it?

Mr. LAW. It ds House bill 32767.

Mr. HEFLIN. Is that the House bill on war claims?

Mr. LAW. Yes; or, rather, it is the first 100 pages of that
bill.

Mr. SWASEY. What do you strike out?

Mr. LAW. Down to spoliation claims,

AMr. MARTIN of South Dakota. Does the gentleman offer the
entire bill as a substitute for the first item in the hill?

Mr, LAW. As a substitute for the first paragraph of the bill.

Mr. MARTIN of South Dakota. The paragraph has not been
read under the five-minute rule, has it?

Mr. LAW. It has been read.

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph has been read.

Mr. KENDALL. Is it the holding of the Chair that para-
graph 1 ends at the top of page 27

Mr. LAW. At the end of line 9 on the first page.

The CHAIRMAN. At the end of line 9.

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Chairman, a further inquiry.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, KENDALL. TUnder the rule is it not necessary that the
bill be read by sections? ;

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will state, in answer to the
parliamentary inquiry, that the only provision in the rules of the
House touching the subject is found in clause 6 of Rule XXIII,
which recognizes the right of the committee to read a bill by
paragraphs.

The Chair is aware of the statement in the Manual that
general appropriation bills and revenue bills shall be read by
paragraphs and other bills by sections. The Chair does not
find any precedents which distinetly sustain that proposition.
The Manual refers to two rulings in Hinds' Precedents, but
the Chair found, upon examination, that the first ruling, which
was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED],
was made when a general appropriation bill was under con-
sideration. The second ruling, which was made by Mr. Bug-
rows, of Michigan, was when a revenue bill was under consid-
eration, and those rulings go no further than to hold that those
particular bills should be read by clauses or paragraphs. This
is a bill of 188 pages, with only 4 sections, The first section

includes 183 pages, divided into hundreds of paragraphs. This
is not a general appropriation bill, but it is an appropriation
bill, and it is arranged principally by paragraphs and not by
sections. The Chair thinks that when a bill is mainly arranged
by paragraphs, each paragraph dealing with a distinet and inde-
pendent proposition, it ought to be read by paragraphs, and the
Chair holds that this bill should be read by paragraphs.

* The gentleman from New York [Mr. Law] now offers an
amendment to the paragraph which has just been read, in the
nature of a substitute, covering not merely that paragraph, but
many succeeding paragraphs, down to line 9 on page 47.

Mr. LAW. Down to and including line 9, on page 47.

The CHAIRMAN. With a notice on the part of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Law] that if this substitute is agreed to he
will move to strike out the paragraphs down to that peint as
they are read.

The Clerk will report the substitute.

Mr. CULLOP. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I reserve a point of order on the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cur-
ror] will state his parlinmentary inquiry.

AMr., CULLOP. Would it be in order as the amendment is
read by sections to offer amendments to the reading now?

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute being an amendment, it mus{
be read as a single proposition. When it has been read it is
then in order to move amendments to any part of the substitute.

Mr. CULLOP. Before it is voted upon?

The CHATRMAN. Before it is voted upon.

Mr. CULLOP. And at the conclusion of the first reading
of it?

The CHAIRMAN. At the conclusion of the reading.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I was going to reserve a point of
order so as to put gentlemen on notice. Of course, the amend-
ment has not been read. I reserve the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the substitute.

Mr, SIMS. Mr, Chairman, this swhole substitute has to be

Tead now?

The CHAIRMAN. It has to be read.

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman has a real point of order that
will take it out, it looks like a great deal of time might be
saved by having it raised now and having it disposed of.

Mr. MANN. I have done everything I could to save time.

Mr. SIMS. I mean if it is really subject to a point of order:
You know what the amendment is,

Mr. MANN. The amendment has not yet been read, and I
never have read all of it. I have read a couple of pages and
I found two items just alike on the two pages. g

Mr. SIMS. You know what it is, though. If the gentleman
has a real point of order and it is sustained, what is the use
of using all this time? -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is within his rights.

Mr. SIMS. He is always within his rights,

Mr. MANN. I would like to ascertain if it is possible in the
House now, if this bill were disposed of, to take up the war-
claims bill, which is the amendment now being offered.

The CHATRMAN. May the Chair inquire of the gentleman
whether there are other claims bills on the calendar?

Mr. MANN. There are other claims bills reported by the
Clommittee on Claims on the calendar.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion the preference
should be given to any gentleman who desires to call up a bill
reported by the Committee on Claims.

Mr. MANN. A parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. Suppose a gentleman should desire to call up a
bill reported by the Commitee on Claims, and the committee
should vote not to take it up, and that action should be taken
upon each of the bills, would it then be in order to take up the
bill reported from the Committee on War Claims?

The Chair thinks it would change the law.

Mr. LAW rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Law]
is recognized.

Mr. LAW. Mpr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the
gentleman from Illinois fo the fact that I do not offer all of
the substitute, House bill 32767, but only the first 100 pages
of it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order now to
offer a preferential motion—a motion to strike out the enacting
clause?

The CHATRMAN. It would.

Mr. MANN. Then I move to strike out the enacting clause.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaxN]

moves to strike out the enacting clause.
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The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Maxx) there were—ayes 43, noes 21,

So the motion was agreed to. -

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee pro-
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 32767) for the
allowance of certain claims reported by the Court of Claims
under the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and
‘March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker
Acts,

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to me that some disposition
shouid be made of the previous bill in a report to the House.

Mr. MANN. I move that it be reported back with an adverse
recommendation.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaNN]
moves that the Senate bill 7971 be laid aside and reported back
with the recommendation that the enacting clause be stricken
out, 1Is there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears
none. That order will be made.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I now move that the committee
take up for consideration House bill 32767.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that
the committee take up for consideration House bill 32767. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the SBecretary of the Treasury be. and he
is horeby, authorlzed’ and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to claimants in this act named
the several sums appropriated herein, the same being In full for and
the receipt of the same to be taken and accepted in each case as a
full and final release and discharge of their respective claims, namely :

Mr, SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading of
the bill be dispensed with. ) -

Mr. MANN. Mpr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Sias] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manxx] ask unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed
with. Is there objection?

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The Clerk will read.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. STANLEY. Was there any objection made, Mr. Chair-
man?

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I was charged with making
the objection, but I did not make it. ]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed
with.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
Hvucmes] asks unanimous consent that the first reading of the
bill be dispensed with. Is there objection?

Mr, GARDNER of Massachusetts. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

(The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, beginning
on page 2, line 11.)

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the
first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lexroor). The gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. Huenes] asks unanimous consent that the further
reading of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I object, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. AUSTIN. I cbject.

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made.
ceed with the reading.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, what bill is the Clerk
reading now?

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is H. R. 32767, offered as an orig-
inal bill.

Mr. BROUSSARD, By whom introduced? By whom re-
quested ?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois made a mo-
tion that this bill be reported.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I did not hear the first section
of tie bill reported. I would like to have it reported all over
again,

Mr. FITZGERALD. I object. L

The CHAIRMAN, Objection is made. The Clerk will pro-
ceed.

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill.

Mr. CARLIN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the
further first reading of the bill. -

Mr. BENNET of New York. I object.

The Clerk will pro-

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill.

Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, if this is the proper time,
I ask unanimous consent to  dispense with the further first
reading of the bill.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I objeet.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the further reading of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I object.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, this is a
very important bill, and I think there ought to be a quorum
present. I make the point of order that there is no quorum
present. 5

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will count. Evidently there is
no quorum present, The Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. AUSTIN. Tellers!

Mr. BENNET of New York. Regular order, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. AUSTIN. I ask for tellers. .

Mr. BENNET of New York. I make the point of order that
there is no such thing as tellers to determine a quorum.

Mr. HEFLIN. I ftrust the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Ar. Garoxer] will withdraw his point of no quorum.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Regular order!

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman from
Massachusetts regrets to state that after the Chair has an-
nounced that no quorum is present, it is not in order to with-
draw the demand. ;

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will eall the roll.

Mr., HEFLIN. I am under the impression that there is a
quorum present. Is there no other way to settle this question
except to have a roll ecall?

The CHATIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the calling of
the roll.

Mr, HEFLIN. Can we not have tellers, Mr. Chairman?

Mr. BENNET of New York, Regular order!

The CHAIRMAN. The right to demand tellers to determine
a quorum does not exist. That must be determined by the
Chairman or by the calling of the roll.

Mr. HEFLIN. Several Members have come in since the
Chair counted. ;

Mr, LANGLEY. Several have come in who were not counted.

Mr. AUSTIN. How many did the Chairman count?

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair counted 89.

Mr. CANDLER. Is it in order to ask a recapitulation of the
count of the Chair?

The CHATRMAN.
the roll.

The Clerk proceeded with the calling of the roll.

Mr. CARLIN. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GarpxXEr] and
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNEr] ought to be
counted as present. They were present when the roll call be-
gan, although they have since left the Hall of the House.

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. The roll call is
in progress.

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll,
Members failed to answer to their names:

The Clerk will proceed with the calling of

when the following

Adair Coundre; Fornes Hlfgius
Alexander, N. Y. Covington Foss Hill
Allen Cowles Foster, Vt. Hinshaw
Ames Cox, Ohlo Fowler Hitchcock
Andrus Craig Fualler Hollingsworth
Ansherry Cravens Gaines Howard
Anthony Crow Gallagher Howell, N. J.
Ashbrook Crumi)acker Gardner, Mich, Howell, Utah
Barclay Dalzell Gardner, N. J. Hubbard, Jowa
Barnard Davidson Garner, Pa, Hubbard, W. Va.
Barnhart Davis Gill, Md. Huff

Bartholdt Dawson Gill, Mo, Hughes, W. Va.
Bates Denby Gillespie Hull, Towa
Bennett, Ky, Diekema Gillett Hull, Tenn.
Bingham Dies Goebel Humphrey, Wash.
Booher Dodds Goldfogle James
Borland Douglas Goulden Johnson, KE.
Boutell Draper Graff Johnson, Ohio
Bowers Driscoll, D. A, Graham, Pa, Johnson, 8. C.
Bradley Driscoll, M. B. Greene Joyce
Brantle Dupre regg Kahn
Burke, Pa. Dure Griest Keifer
Burke, 8. Dak. Ellerbe Guernsey Keliher
Burleigh Ellis Hamer Kendall
Burleson Elvins Hamill Kennedy, Towa
Butler Engﬂebright Hamilton Kennedy, Ohio
Byrd Esc Hammond Kinkaid, Nebr.
Calder Estopinal Hanna Kinkead, N. J.
Calderhead Fairchild Harrison Knap
Campbell Fassett Haugen Knowland
Capron Ferris Havens opp
Cmid{? Fish Hawley Kronmiller
Clark, Fla. Fitzgerald Hay {istermann
Clark, Mo. Flood, Va. Hayes fean
Cocks, N. X, Focht Heald Lamb

'onry Foelker Henry, Conn, Langham
Cooper, Pa. Fordney Henry, Tex, - Latta




Lawrence Mendell Ransdell, La. Stevens, Minn. Gill, Md. Kendall Moon, Tenn. Sherwood
Legare oon, Pa. Reeder Sturgiss GI]I Mo. Kennedy, Iowa  Moore, Pa. Simmons
Lindbergh Moon, Tenn. Reid Sulloway Gmesple Kennedy, Ohio Moore, Tex. Slayden
Lindsay Moore, Pa. Sulzer Gillett Kinkaid, Nebr. Morehead Slem?
Livingston Moore, Tex, Richardson Bwasey Goebel Kinkead, N. J. Morgan, Okla, Smal
Llo; Morehead Riordan Talhott Goldfogle Knap Morse Smith, Cal.
mnﬁworth Morgan, Okla. Roberts Tawn Goulden Knowland Moss Smith, Iowa
Lou orse Roddenbery Taylor. Ala. Graff Kopp Moxley . 8mith, Mich.
Loudenslager 088 todenberg Ta lor. Ohio Graham, Pa, Korbly Mudd Smith, Tex.
Lowden Moxley Rucker, Colo, "‘ Greene Kronmiller Murdock Bnapp
Lundin udd Sabath’ ] a Gregg Kiistermann Murphy Southwick

MeCall Murdock Scott Thomas, Ohio Griest I.a.fea.n Neecgla.m Sparkman
MeCreary Mul&hy 3) Townsend Guernsey Nelson Sperry

MeCredie Needham 8he e!d Underwood Hamer Lanxh Norris Steenerson

McDermott Nelson Sheppard Volstead Hamill Latta N;e Stephens, Tex.

McGuire, Okla. Norris Sherley Vreeland Hamilton Lawrence O'Connell Sterling

McHenry N;a Sherwood Wallace Hammond Legare I-‘afe Stevens,

MeKinlay, Cal. 0'Connell Simmons Wanger Hanna Lindbergh Palmer, A. M. Sturglss

McKinley, I1L Palmer, A. M. Blayden Washburn Harrison Lindsay Palmer, H. W. Sulloway

MeKinney Palmer, H. W. Slem Webb Haugen Livingst Parsons Sulzer

McLachlan, Cal. Patterson Smal Weeks Havens Lloyd Patterson Swasey

MeLaughlin, Mich.Payne Smith, Cal Wheeler Hawley orth Payne Talbott
\lcMorran Pearre Smith, Towa Wiley Hay 1o Pearre Tawney
Macon Peters Smith, Mich. ‘Willett Hayes Loudenslager Peters Taylor, Ala.
AMadden Plckett Smith, Tex. WﬁsonkPa.. Heald Lowden Pickett Taylor, Ohio

Madison Plumley Sna ‘Wood, N. J. Henry, Conn. Lundin Plumley Thistlewood

Malby Poindexter Southwick Woods, Iowa Henry, MeCall Poindexter Thomas, kg

Manf;:. 8. Dak. Pou Sparkman oung, Mi H McCreary Pou Thomas, Ohlo

Maymrd Pratt Sperry Young, N. Y. Hill llcCreﬁle Tilson

M a{s Pray Steenerson Hinshaw McDerm: Pray Townsend

Miller, Mion. Prince Stephens, Tex. Hitcheock McGuire Okla. Prince Underwood

Millington Rainey Sterling Hollingsworth McHenry Raine Volstead

So the committee rose; and Mr. OnmsTtep having taken the ggW:ﬁdN - %[c%fn}ay, Cal. Ramd’;B 5 11, La. %’ﬂi?c%d
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LeNroor, Chairman of the | HOVel fily  Megimex: Ml RUEh Wanger

Committee of the Whole House, reported that the committee | Hubbard, Towa  MecLachlan, Cal. Reid Washburn

finding itself without a quorum, the roll was called and he  Hubbard, W.Va. McLaughlin,Mich. Rhinock -l

McMorran Richardson eeks
reported the list of the absentees. Ma, W ¥a.  AMacon Riordan Wheeler
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report shows that there u.ﬁ Towa Madden Roberts gﬂﬂt
are 110 Members present—a quorum. ?ﬂﬁghmh FEA X w0 Roddenbery Wilson, T1l.
Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Johnson, Ky. Martin, 8. Dak.  Rucker, golo. “'“m“;v“-
House do now adjourn. Johnson, Ohio  Maynard Sabath ngg. o {En
Mr. SIMS. I make a point of order, Mr. Speaker, against | Jobnson,S.C.  Mays = Boute Woodyard
that. Does not the House go into Committee of the Whole | 3™ Millinkton Shemeld Young, Mich:
automatically? Keifer Monde% Sheppard Young, N. Y.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York | Kelther Moon, Pa.. Sherley

moves that the House do now adjourn.
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Bexxer of New York) there were 67 ayes and 85 nays.
Mr. BENNET of New York. I make the point of order that
no quorum is present.
The SPEAKER. A quorum is not required on this vote, and
the committee will resume its session.
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the

Whole House, with Mr. LENroor in the chair.
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading

The
of the bill,

‘During the reading of the bill unanimous consent to dispense
with the further reading of the bill was asked at several points
by Mr. CARLIN, Mr, STANLEY, and Mr. GarpNER of Massachusetts,

to which Mr. BExNer of New York objected.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts (when the Clerk had reached

page 80 of the bill).

quorum,

Mr. CARLIN.
The CHAIRMAN.

Mr. Chairman, T suggest the absence of a

I raise the point of order that that is dilatory.

It is evidently not dilatory.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle-
man from New York, who has so much on his hands in the
annexation of Canada, to withdraw his point of order.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I did not make a point of order.
Who did make it?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr,
GarpNER] makes the point of no quorum. The Chair will

Mr. HEFLIN.

count.

quorum—and the Clerk will call the roll.
The Clerk ecalled the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

ﬁ}examicr N. Y.

Ames
Andrus

Broussard
Burke, Pa.
Burke, 8, Dak
Burleigh
Burleson
Igutfier

yr
Calder
Calderhead
Campbell
Capren
Carter
Cassid{_
Clark, Fla.
Clark, Mo.
Cocks, N. Y.
Conry
Cooper, Pa.
Cooper. Wis.
Cound

Cov n
Cowles

Cox, Ohio
Crai

Davidson
Davis
Dawson
Denby
Diekema
Dies

Dodds
Douglas

Draper
Driscoll, D. A,
Driscoll. M. E.
Dupre

Durey
Edwards, Ky,
Ellis

[After counting.] Eighty-eight Members present—not a

Elvm?} \ghi
Englebr:
Esch
Fairchild
Fassett

Ferris
Fish
Fitzgerald
Flood, Va.
Fo
Foelker

The committee rose; and Mr. OLusTED having taken the chair

as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Currier, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House, reported that that committee had had
under consideration bills on the Private Calendar, and finding
itself without a quorum, the roll was called under the rule, and’
he reported the list of absentees. -

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, before the Chair an-
nounces the vote, I desire to inguire if the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Buraess] was recorded.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are now in the House, and
the Chair does not know what occurred in Committee of the
Whole, but the Chair assumes that the Clerk did not record
the name of any gentleman who did not answer when his name
was called.

Mr. CARLIN. I desire to inguire if the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Burcess] is recorded as among the absentees. That
is the point I wish to make before the Chair announces the
vote.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are now in the House., It
appears from the roll that there are present 99 Members.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from New York that the' House do now
adjourn. J

The question was taken, and the motion was rejected.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the
fact that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] is
present, and that makes a quorum.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I recorded myself as being
present, and I believe the Journal will show that.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish the absentees to be re-
ported. I would like to ask if the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Starrorp] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Buraess]
are recorded among the absentees. Both are here and both
answered to their names. I asked the Clerk if Mr. Buraess
was recorded, and he told me he was.

The SPHAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to
have the list of absentees read?

Mr. CARLIN. I would have to ask that it be read unless the
Speaker would inform me how Mr. Starrorp and Mr. BurcEss
are recorded—whether present or absent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not personally
inspected the roll, but is inofrmed that the gentleman from

Wisconsin [Mr. Srtarrorp] is recorded as having voted
“present.,”” The gentleman from Texas [Mr, Burcess] is not
recorded. ;
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Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Buecess] is here, and the Clerk informed me that he was so
recorded.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call
attention to the fact that the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Burcess] was present during the call and is present now and,
as I understand, he answered to his name. Mr. Speaker, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

* The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr., BARTLETT of Georgia. We all know that the hour is
late and that the gentleman from Texas, I know, was present
when his name was ecalled, and he has been present ever since.
He was physically present in the Hall, in the Committee of the
Whole, when his name was called. He was not absent and he
has not been absent during any part of the session of this
House or of the Committee of the Whole. I want to inquire
whether it is not proper that his name should be recorded.

Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, I rise to call the attention of the
Chair to paragraph 3 of Rule XV, page 376 of the Manual:

On the demand of any Member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker,
the names of Members sufficlent to make a quorum in the Hall of the
House who do not voté shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the
Journal and reported to the Speaker, with the names of the Members
voting, and be counted and announced in determining the presence of a
guorum to do business.

Of course, the question is whether that applies to the Com-
mittee of the Whole. Now, the Speaker had announced to him
on a roll eall in the committee that 99 Members were present.
The Speaker was notified when he first took the chair that
the gentleman from Texas was present.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And has been all the time.

Mr. MANN. At that time his name was not recorded, but it
seems to me that it is the duty of the Chair to note the pres-
ence of the gentleman from Texas in order to determine the
fact that there was a quorum of the committee at the time the
Speaker took the chair.

Mr. CURRIER. Should not that have been called to the
attention of the Chairman of the committee before the Speaker
took the chair?

Mr. CARLIN. I did eall it to the gentleman’s attention, and
the gentleman did not listen to me.

Mr. CURRIER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon.

Mr. CARLIN. Or rather the gentleman did not hear me.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the House the Speaker can
not take notice of what took place in the committee and has no
knowledge except as he takes it from the report of the Chair-
man,

Mr. BURGESS rose,

The SPEAKER., For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. BURGESS, For the purpose of having my name recorded.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the name of the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burcess] was first recorded on the
roll and that then it was corrected by somebody and his name
was stricken out. If he is counted it would make a quorum,
and I think he should be counted.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state
I know the gentleman from Texas has been present all the time
and in his seat all the time. He was present at the time the
point of no quorum was made and has been present in his seat
all the time since the point of no quorum was made. Mr,
Speaker, it is now 4 o'clock in the morning, and when the name
of the gentleman from Texas was called the Journal clerk told
me he was recorded. That is what I want to state.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if Judge Taxy-
ror, of Colorado, is recorded as present——

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a
statement to the Chair. When the name of the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Burcess] was called I started toward his chair
and I asked the Journal clerk if Mr. Burcess was recorded as
being present, and the Journal clerk stated to me he was re-
corded as present—— ’

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if Judge TAYLOR,
of Colorado, is recorded as present——

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Wait a moment. And I insist,
Mr. Speaker, that it is a fact that the gentleman from Texas
was present and is present, and he has not been absent from this
Hall gince 11 o’clock yesterday morning. I insist that the Rec-
orp should show that the gentleman from Texas was not absent.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the presence of the gentleman be considered as es-
tablished.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The attention of the Chair has
been called to the third paragraph of Rule XV, which provides
that—

On the demand of any Member or at the suggestion of the Speaker
the names of Members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the
House who do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the

Journal and reported to the Speaker, with the names of the Members
voting, and be counted and announced In determining the presence of a
quorum to do business.

That relates to the ascertainment of a quorum when a vote is
taken. It does not apply to the present situation. What we are
now trying to ascertain is whether or not there was a quorum of
100 answered to their names upon the roll call in the Committee
of the Whole. The rule upon that subject is found in the second
paragraph of Rule XXIII, as follows:

Whenever a Committee of the Whole House or of the Whole House
on the state of the Union finds itself without a quorum, which shall be
100 Members, the Chairman shall cause the roll to be called, and there-

n the committee shall rise and the Chairman shall report the names
of the absentees to the House, which shall be entered on the Journal;
but if on such eall a quorum shall appear, the committee shall there-
upon resume its sitting without further order of the House.

The question now is whether, upon that roll call in the com-
mittee, 100 Members responded. In the House the Chair cgn
know nothing of what occurred in the committee except as
reported to him by its chairman, The Chair, from a hasty in-
spection of the roll, announced that 99 were present. It appears
that the roll was kept in duplicate. Upon the copy which the Chair
now holds there appears opposite the name of Mr. BUurGess the
usual mark indicating that he responded to the roll call. Then
there is another mark around that mark which indicates the con-
trary. There was much confusion in the Hall, and still is. It
is guite likely that the clerks all thought he had answered
and afterwards that he had not, or one clerk may have thought
he heard him, while the other did not. We ecan not go behind
the returns to learn just how it did happen. It is not entirely
clear what should be done, but finding that Mr. BURGESs was
at one time or by one clerk recorded as answering, and as the
gentleman is present and probably was present in the com-
mittee, the Chair will, without further inquiry, treat the roll as
showing his presence and declare that it shows 100 Members,
a quorum, to have appeared.

The committee will resume its session.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, is it in order
to ask for a recapitulation of other votes, inasmuch as the
vote of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burcess] has been
recapitulated?

Mr, CARLIN. Regular order, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. That is what the regnlar
order is, sir.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. GArpNER] is entitled to have a list of absentees
reported, if he so desires.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachuseits. No; I withdraw that.

T]i:le SPEAKER pro tempore. The commiftee will resume its
session,

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Currier). The committee will be in
order. The Clerk will resume the reading of the bill.

The Clerk proceeded with and concluded the reading of
the bill.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel that very much
explanation of the bill is called for from me at the present
time, for the reason that I gave quite a full explanation of
the bill while the Senate bill was under consideration during
the afternoon. Therefore, for the present I shall offer no
further explanation than has already been offered.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
Missouri [Mr. HAMLIN].

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Chairman, there have been numerous
speeches made in support of this bill, but I have said nothing in
relation to it up to this time, for which, no doubt, the House is
devoutly thankful. It is now half past 4 o’clock in the morning,
and we have been in continuous session for about 30 hours on
this bill. I recognize that everyone, including myself, is worn out,
but I feel that I ought to say this much in support of the items
in this bill, that we have not only the findings of the Court of
Claims as to the justness and correctness of these items, but we
also have the unanimous recommendation of the committee that
has very carefully considered it. I refer to the Committee on
War Claims.

My idea of the matter is this: That there are no obligations
which the Government ought to meet more promptly than these
claims which a court has determined are honestly and justly
due, We appropriate thousands, yea, millions, of dollars every
session of Congress on projects for which the Government is
not legally liable, but which it enters into voluntarily. The
claims carried in this bill are certainly obligations justly due
from the Government. There are in this bill to my certain
knowledge some claims that have been due from the Govern-
ment for forty-odd years. There are some church claims in
my own district, to wit, the Christian Churches at Marshall
and Warsaw, Mo., and the Methodist Church South at Spring-
field, Mo., aggregating $5,050, which a competent court has deter-
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mined, and, I believe, are justly, due from the Government and
ought to be paid. And yet these claims have not been paid. I
believe that the Government is under as much obligation to
meet its just debts as are individuals, and I undertake to say
now that there is not a gentleman listening to me, if he would
confess a claim just and yet neglect or refuse to pay it, but
would justly forfeit all respect of his fellows. This is a great
and rich Government, and it ought not to neglect to meet its
just obligations and meet them promptly.

The only discordant note that I have heard here to-night, or,
rather, the only speech that has been made here that in any way
questions the correctness of these claims, was made by the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CampBern]. I am sorry that he is
not here now, because I have taken the trouble to look up some
records which will be of interest in connection with his state-
ment. He characterized this bill as a * pork barrel; " and yet,
if that be true, I will say to him that the * pork " was certainly
selected by a court wholly Republican, and one that has been
selected by the Government itself. But I say that a bill con-
taining only a list of items of just obligations of this Govern-
ment ought not to be characterized as a “ pork barrel.” But,
Mr. Chairman, what has come over the “ spirit of the dreams”
of the gentleman from Kansas? Since when did he begin to
shy away from a * pork barrel?” :

An investigation of the Recorp shows tlfat last year when
the House had under consideration the public-buildings bill the
gentleman from Kansas supported and voted for that bill. Now
may not the difference in his action on that bill and this be
accounted for in the fact that the public-buildings bill earried
over $392,000 for the gentleman’s State while this bill only car-
ries about $1,900 for his State? In other words, Mr. Chairman,
are we not warranted in concluding that the gentleman first ex-
amines, carefully, of course, what he terms the “ pork barrel,”
and if the “pork” in the “barrel” is “fat,” as it was in the pub-
lie-buildings bill, he accepts it most willingly, but if *“lean,” as
in this bill, he rejects it with contempt, and even says that it
“gtinks? "

Mr. Chairman, I resent the statement that this is anything in
the nature of a “ pork barrel.” I believe that it carries only
Just claims, long past due. Otherwise, I would certainly regis-
ter my vote against it.

In addition to these church claims in my district, which I
believe to be just, there is a claim which one of my colleagues
has urged upon this floor, of a gentleman who formerly lived
in his district, but now lives in mine, about which I desire to
say a word.

A Mewmser. How did he happen to get into your district?

Mr. HAMLIN. He wanted to live in the best district in the
United States, and therefore moved into mine. [Laughter.]

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I want to correct the gentleman,
Ie does not mean that.

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to incorporate in my remarks, Mr.
Chairman, an affidavit that was sent to me the other day, set-
ting forth the facts in relation to the claim of Francis M. Shep-
pard. As my colleague [Mr. Rucker] very properly said the
other day on this floor, that there was taken from this old
soldier by the officer in command of the company $830 under
the pretense that about half of that sum was won by this old
soldier in a game of some kind of chance and that that money,
under some kind of a rule in the service, should be confiscated,
and was so confiscated, by the officer in command and used in
the purchase of musical instruments, and so forth; that no
part of this money has ever been returned to this old man.
They took all of his money, yet only claimed that he had won
about one-half of it at a game of chance. For forty-odd years
this great Government has kept that old man’s money, and now
that he is 77 years old, unable to work, and in great need, this
great.and rich Government offers to give him back the pitiful
sum of $360, without interest. I protest that this conduct is
nothing short of an outrage.

This old man swears that not one dollar of this money was
won by gambling. His affidavit is as follows:

R. F. D. No. 2, GinLiay, Mo.
Srate or Missourt, County of Baline, ss:

Personally appeared before the undersigned, a notary public in and
for the county and State aforesaid, Francis M. Bheppard, aged T7 years,
who, being duly sworn, on his oath states as follows, to wit: That it
has been so long that he can not remember all of the circumstances of
where or how he came into possession of the money taken from him
{or his agent) by Gen. W. B. Hazen in 1864, but that he had $400
before he went Into the service of the United States; that he loaned
1. D. Jennings, acting quartermaster Company I, One hundred and
gixteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $225 or $250; Thomas Hammond,
corporal, Company [, One hundred and sixteenth Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, $50, an&y John Sheppard, Compang B, One hundred and six-
teenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, $100; and they all paid him back in
Government bonds, if he would remit the interest, which he did; and
that at Atianta, Ga., he was paid $116 by the paymaster in Govern-

ment bonds; the balance was money doe him that he had loaned in
small amounts, and can not at this late date remember to whom nor in
what amounts; and that none of it was won by gambling; that it
was and is lawfully his money; that he was wrongfully deprived of
the same, and he is entitled to the interest on said money, as it was
in Government bonds and bore interest for 20 years. And further de-

ponent sayeth not.
Fraxcis M. SHEPPARD.

Witnesses :

ABE BHEFPPARD.
Harry L. HILL,

Subseribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a nota
in and for the county and Btate aforesald, this 17th day of January,
1911. And I further certify that I have no interest in this claim and
ggllsnot concerned in its prosecutlon. My commission expires June 10,

publie

[sEAL.] Davip T. S8YDENSTRICKER,
Notary Public, Saline County, Mo.

Mr. Chairman, I believe in the justness of every claim in this
bill, so far as my information goes, and I base that opinion on
the findings of the Court of Claims and on the very close
scrutiny which the Committee on War Claims has given to every
item. I believe this bill ought to pass, and I feel that the fili- -
buster which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and some
of the other Republicans have been carrying on against this bill
for two days and nights is inexcusable.

I yield back the remainder of my time, [Applause.]

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. AusTIN].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Aus-
T1IN] is recognized for five minutes.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Chairman, as general debate seems to
have been concluded, I move—

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee has been
recognized.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that any his-
torian can truthfully portray the trials and sufferings and
hardships endured by the Union men of the South during the
Civil War. It was easy to be loyal in the North, but it cost
something to be true to the flag in the States of the Southern
Confederacy. I represent on the floor of this House a district
that was filled with Union men. Both armies camped and
fought over that distriect. The great mass of its population
were poor men, yet they made every sacrifice for the Union.
They left their wives and children at night and crossed the
mountains into Kentucky to enlist in the Union Army. While
they were absent Burnside's army came there and lived among
my people. No tongue can tell the sufferings of those patriotic
men and women in their devotion to the Union of our fathers
For half a century they have waited for justice at the hands
of the greatest and richest Republic on the face of this earth.
They have gone into the tribunal established by an act of Con-
gress passed by the Republican Party. They have furnished
the proof; they have had their witnesses examined and cross-
examined by the best-paid attorneys to be found by the Depart-
ment of Justice. ;

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. AUSTIN. No; not now. They have gone before this tri-
bunal. They have established beyond question their loyalty
and their fidelity to the Government. They have furnished the
vouchers signed by Union Army officers, showing that their
property—the meat in their smokehouses, their flour, lard, prod-
uce, and everything that they had to keep their wives and
children alive—had been surrendered to maintain and feed the
Union Army. And here I am to-night, as a Representative of
this loyal Union district, loyal to the Republic and for 50 years
loyal to the Republican Party, looking to ex-Confederates and
the sons of ex-Confederates in this House in the sure hope that
they will vote for my people. [Applause,]

The opposition to this bill comes from the Republican side of
the Chamber. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Yet they
tell us that the war is over. Oh, my fellow Republicans, cease
this unkindness. It is not creditable to our party; it is not kind
in you. If you could go into the humble homes of these plain,
honest mountain people and know the story of their sufferings
and privations for the Union you would not filibuster here day
after day to prevent the payment of their honest and just
claims. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee
has expired, 3

Mr. LAW. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee five min-
utes more.

Mr. AUSTIN. I went through the Democratic cloakroom to-
night, and there sat that grand old commander of the Confeder-
ate forces, Gen. Gorpox. [Applause.] Near by was that other
old Confederate soldier, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Rrcuarpson], representing the district of my birth, both more
than T0 years of age, standing here and voting and fighting to
pay the just claims of the Union men of the South. [Applause.]
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Oh, my countrymen and my fellow Republicans, in God’s name
stop your opposition. [Applause.]

Mr. STANLEY. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. AUSTIN. No, my good Kentucky friend; I can not yield.
The court established by our party say they are entitled to the
payment of these claims. They piled up their testimony moun-
tain high, and have been doing it since the close of the unfor-
tunate strife between the sections. Now, in old age, when they
are too old to work, they have the decision of a Republican
court in their favor, and they have the approval of a Repub-
lican President, William H. Taft—God bless him. [Applause.]
He believes in justice to the South. He understands the south-
ern people. He sympathizes with them ; he feels for them. Fol-
low his recommendation in this case. The war is over. We
could not give a higher or a stronger testimonial of the com-
plete union of our sections than to pass this bill. Do not let
these men on the Democratic side go back to my constituents
and tell them that you, my fellow Republicans, fought against
the payment of these honest claims. [Applause.]

Mr. LAW. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. HELMm].

Mr. HELM, Mr. Chairman, I have the high honor of rep-
resenting a district in one of the border States of this Union
in the Civil War, the State of Kentucky, in which district was
fought one of the pivotal battles of that Civil War, the Battle
of Perryville. Within a radius less than 20 miles of where
that battle was fought there are no less than 40 er 50 churches
that were used by the Federal troops as hospitals within which
to care for and nurse the soldiers that were wounded in that
terrific battle. The claims for the use of these churches as
such are in this bill. The Government should be as swift to
appropriate the money with which to pay debts incurred in the
past as it is, and as it does here daily, to ineur new and addi-
tional indebtedness. Apparently you are far more eager to
create new debts for the Government to pay than you are to
pay those that you now owe.

In the name of these Christian people who had erected these
churches and dedicated them to God's use, and in behalf of
humanity after that bloody struggle, had turned them over for
the use of the Federal soldiers who had been wounded in that
bloody battle, I am here asking this Congress to do justice to
those people who had erected these churches, and in the mag-
nanimity of their hearts had turned them over, not to the use
of the Confederate soldiers who fought on that bloody field of
battle but te the use of the Federal soldiers who were wounded

there. <
Mr. CARLIN. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. HELM. With pleasure.
Mr. CARLIN. I want to say to the committee that if unani-

mong consent can be secured for a recess until five minutes of
12, there is a dispesition to take that recess. Of course, I know
the gentleman is going to say that that can not be secured in
Committee of the Whole. That is perfectly true, but we will
take the word of gentlemen in the Committee of the Whole,
and then in the House we ean, by unanimous consent, do it.
But we will not'be willing to rise unless we can secure the
consent in Committée of the Whole. i

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield
to me for a minute?

Mr. HELM. Certainly.

Mr. STAFFORD. It is now, Mr. Chairman, five minutes of 5
in the morning. To take a recess until five minutes of 12 makes
an absence of seven hours. If we meet here at five minutes of
12, we will be in the same position as we are at this hour, with-
out any limit to general debate, and there could be nothing
gained by taking the recess except the loss of seven hours.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, Will the gentleman from
Kentucky yield to me?

Mr. HELM. With pleasure.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. It is very evident that
nothing can be gained by staying here, because it is impossible
to close general debate except by order of the House. The
moment we get into the House we find that we have not 193
Members present—a quorum; and we can not make any progress
between now and such an hour as we may obtain 193 Mem-
bers—some time along in the morning. Everybody knows that
general debate will have to go on.

Mr. STAFFORD. In reply to the supposititious case put by
the gentleman from Massachusetts, I am aware that general
debate is in order, but I do not concede that it is possible to
continue general debate for seven hours. I am in favor of read-
ing the bill by paragraphs, and I think we will get through it
long before five minutes of 12.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, I do not think the gentle-
man understands the situation.

Mr. STAFFORD. I think I do.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky has expired.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, in order that the matter may be
straightened out, I will yield five minutes to the gentleman
from Massachusetis [Mr. GArpNER], and later I will yield to
the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I want to
say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that we can not go on and
read the bill by paragraphs until the House has ordered us to.
You can not finish this stage of the bill; you can not begin to
read the bill until the House has ordered general debate to close.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Massachusetts is mis-
taken. When no Member demands further general debate we
can go ahead under the five-minute rule.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, a parlia-
mentary guestion.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, Is the gentleman from
Wisconsin correct in his statement?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that when general
debate is exhausted the bill will be read under the five-minute
rule. The gentleman from Kentucky is recognized for four
minutes.

Mr. HELM. Mr. Chairman, there is no need to remind you
gentlemen on my right hand that when you allow these claims
contained in this bill you are not allowing claims to men who
fought for the Confederacy in the South, but you are allowing
claims to men in the South who were loyal to the Federal Gov-
ermnent. You are not allowing claims here in this bill to those
who were disloyal to the Government from 1861 to 1865, but you
are allowing claims to citizens and people south of Mason and
Dixon's line who were loyal to the Federal Government.

I think it ill becomes this Congress at this belated day to re-
fuse the hand of justice to the loyal subjects of this Government
south of the Mason and Dixon line who are now asking Congress
to repay and to make good the property which the Federal
Government took from them. May I as a man south of that
line remind this House that since the close of that war we
southern people, without a murmur, without a protest, have
paid every pension bill, every dollar, that we have been required
to pay under the law? We have paid our full share of the taxes
that have been imposed upon this people to pay pensioners of
the Civil War. We have never yet said nay to a dollar that
you have asked for the purpose of paying these Federal soldiers,
It does occur to me that it ill becomes the Republican Party at
this late day to refuse to refund to the loyal people of the South,
the men who were faithful to the Federal Government, the
property that was taken from them—eclaims that have been ad-
judged by the court to be due and still unpaid. [Applause.]

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. CoayToN].

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. Chairman, it is now 5 o'clock on -Sun-
day morning. I know that this legislative day is Friday, but
as a matter of faet it is Sunday morning and 5 o'clock. I
therefore propose to talk in behalf of some of the Christian
churches in the United States.

I believe that our very civilization is dependent upon our per-
petuation of Christianity in our midst. I believe this ean
not be done without the support of the churches and the recog-
nition of their great work. Every man, whether he be a Chris-
tian or otherwise, must ndmit that in this country we owe more
to the Christian churches for the preservation of society and
good order than -any other ageney. This bill now pending takes
into consideration debts that the United States owes to a num-
ber of these church organizations. In Alabama churches hold
these claims against the Government of the United States,
admittedly just, adjudged to be just, and nobody controverts the
fact that they are just and ought to be paid. I read from the

bill :
AITO ﬂl?j 41:6’!15!.&88 of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church,. of Athens,
a., ; L
To the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Belle-
fonte, Ala., $380.

te, 3
To the trustees of the Methodlist Episcopal Church South, of De-
eatur, Ala., $1,850.

To the trustees of the Preshbl,yteriun Chureh, of Decatur, Ala., $3,000.

To the trustees of the issionary Baptist Church, of Gravelly
Springs, Ala., $725. .

To the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church (colored),
of Huntsville, Ala., $220.

To the trustees of the Missionary Baptist Church, of Huntsville,
Aligi;. successor to the Primitive Baptist Church, of Huntsville, Ala.

H;lro gt;o tnga{gges of the Primitive Baptist Church (colored), of Hunts-
ville, Ala., .
To the trsustees of the Oak Grove Methodist Church South, of Jack-
son_ County, Ala., I

To the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Chureh, of Larkins-
ville, Ala., $525.
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To the tmsteed% of the Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Oak-

bowery, Ala., $:
To the Bolivar Lodge, Ii(la 127 I-‘ree and Accepted Masons, of
a.,

Stevenson, Jackson County, $1,

To the trustees of the isslunary Buptiat Church, of Waterloo, Ala.,
ss‘lr?) the trustees of the Fimt Baptist Church, of Decatur, $2,200.

T'_l‘g the trustees of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Belletonte,

(SLLN

Mr. Chairman, I have read this for the purpose of showing
a sample of the claims embraced in this bill. The individual
bills which seek to pay widows and others for property taken
or used by the Federal forces during the Civil War present
cases just as meritorious as those that I have mentioned,
cases as indisputably just in law and in fact. I think that this
Congress sitting here on the Lord’s day can do no better work
than to pay claims due to these people who are mentioned
throughout this bill and to pay the debts due to these Christian
churches. I hope no more dilatory tactics will be indulged in
here and that we may be permitted here and now on this
blessed day to pass this meritorious measure without any fur-
ther dilatory tactics. [Applause.] .

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I raise
the point that there is no quornm present.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts makes
the point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair
will count. [After counting.] Seventy-seven Members—not a

quornm—and the Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inguiry. Can

we not have tellers?

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers can not be ordered. The call of
the roll will disclose how many are present.

call the roll under the rules.

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an-

swer to their names:

Adair Englebright Kinkald, Nebr, Poindexter
Adamson sch inkes » M. J. Pou
Alexander, Mo.  Falrehild p;!:m] Pratt
Alexander, N. Y. Fassett Enowland Pray

Allen Ferris Kopp Prince

Ames 8 Kronmiller Raine;
Anderson Fitzgerald Kilstermann Ransdell, La.
Andrus Focht Lafean Reeder
Ansherry Foelker Lamb Reid
Anthony Fordney Langham Rhinock
Ashbrook Fornes Latta Richardson
Barclay Foss Lawrence Riordan
Barnard !'oster, vt Legare Roberts
Barphart Fowler Lindbergh Roddenbery
Bartholdt Fuller Lindsay Rothermel
Bates Gaines Livingston Rucker, Colo.
Bennet, N. Y, Gallagher Lloyd Sabath
Bennett, Ky. Gardner, Mich, Longworth Scott
Bingham Gardner, N. J, Lou Shackleford
Boehne arner, Pa. Loudenslager ﬂf
Booher Gill, Md. Lowden She eld
Borland Gill, Mo, Lundin Sheppard
Boutell Gillespie McCall Sherley
Bowers Gille MeCreary Sherwood
Bradley Goebel MecCredie Simmons
Brantley Goldfogle MeDermott Slayden
Broussard Good McGuire, Okla.  Slem

Burke, Pa. Goulden McHenry Smal

Burke, 8. Dak. Gra ’ McKinlay, Cal.  Smith, Cal.
Burleigh Graham, Pa. McKinley, Il Smith, Towa
Burleson Greene McKinney Smith, Mich,
Butler Gregg McLachlan, Cal. Smith, Tex.
Byrd Griest MeLaughlin,Mich. Snapp
Calder Guernsey McMorran Southwick
Calderhead Hamer Macon Sparkman
Campbell Hamill Madden Bperry
Capron Hamilton Madison Steenerson
Carter Hammond Malb Stephens, Tex.
Cassid Hanna Martin, 8. Dak. Bterling
Clark, i‘m Harrison Maynard Stevens, Minn,
Clark, Mo. Haugen Mays Sturglss
Cocks, N. Y. Havens Miller, Minn. Sulloway
Conry Hawley Millington Sulzer
Cooper, Pa. Hay Mondell Swasey
Coup@r, Wis. Heald Moon, Pa. Talbott
Coudrey Henry, Conn. Moon, Tenn., Tawney
Covington Henry, Tex Moore, Pa. Taylor, Ala.
Cowles Higzins Moore, Tex, Taylor, Colo.
Cox, Ohio Hill Morehead Taylor, Ohio
Craig Hinshaw Morgan, Okla, Thistlewood
Cravens Hitcheock Morse Thomas, K g
Creager Hollingsworth Moss Thomas, Ohio
Crow Howard Moxley Tilson
Crumpacker Howell, N. J. Mudd Townsend
Daizell Howell, Utah Murdock Underwood
Davidson Hubbard, Iowa Murphy Volstead
Davis Hubbard, W. Va. Needham Yreeland
Dawson Huff Nelson Wallace
Denby Hughes, W. Va. Norris Wanger
Diekema Hull, Towa Nye Washburn
Dies Humphrey, Wash. O’ ( nnnell Webb

Dodds James Olcott Weeks
Douglas Johnson, Kg. 29 Wheeler
Draper Johnson, Ohlo Pelmer, A. M, Wiley
Driscoll, D. A. Johnson, 8. C. Palmer, H. W, Willett
Driscoll, M. B, Joyee Parsons Wilson, I1L
Dupre Kahn Patterson Wilson, Pa.
Durey Keifer Payne Wood, N. J.
Rdwards, Ky. Keliher Pearre Woods, Iowa
Ellerbe Kendall Peters Woodyard
Ellis Kennedy, Towa  Pickett Young, Mich.
Elvins Kennedy, Ohio Plumley Young, N. Y.

The Clerk will

The committee rose; and Mr. OrmsTep having resumed the
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, CUrRrIER, Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole House, reported that that committee had
had under consideration bills on the Private Calendar and
found itself without a quorum. The roll was called under
the rule, and the Chairman herewith returned the list ot
absentees.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole reports that that commitiee having under con-
sideration bills on the Private Calendar and finding itself with-
out a quorum of the committee, the roll was called in pursuance
of the rule, and the Chairman now reports the following list of
absentees. That list shows the presence of 95 Members—not a
quorum,

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I move a call
of the House.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, pending that,
I ask unanimous consent that the House recess until five min-
utes to 12 o’clock.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North
Carolina moves a call of the House—

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I will withhold that mo-
tion for the present, or I will withdraw it. Can we agree——

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object to
ask a question

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. There has been no objec-
tion, but the gentleman from Missouri reserved the right to
object so as to be able to ask a question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state to
the gentleman from Massachusetts and all gentlemen that the
manifest absence of a quorum having been disclosed on the
call, there will have to be a quorum of record before a motion
for a recess will be in order.

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Can not it be ‘had by
unanimous consent?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Business can not be done by
unanimous consent or otherwise in the absence of a quorum,
such absence appearing of record.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Then, Mr. Speaker, I re-
new my motion for a call of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North
Carolina moves a call of the House.

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors will be closed, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members, and the Clerk
will call the roll.

Mr. HEFLIN. DMr. Speaker, I move that the Sergeant at
Arms be directed to bring in absentees, including the Speaker
of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order at this
time, The roll will have to be called in order that the names
of the absentees may be ascertained.

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to
answer to their names:

Alexander, Mo. Foss Johnson, Ohio Norris
Alexander, N. Y. Foster, Vt. Joyce Nye
Allen Fowler Kahn O'Connell
Ames Fuller Keifer Palmer, A. M.
Anthony Gaines Keliher Palmer, H. W,
Barclay Gallagher Kennedy, lowa Patterson
Barnard Gardner, Mlch. Kinkead, N. J, Payne
Bartholdt Gardner, N Knapp Pearre
Bates Garner, Pa. - Kronmiller Peters
Bennett, Ky, Gill, Md. Lafean Pickett
Bingham Gill, Mo, Lamb Plumley
Bowers Gillett Langham Poindexter
Bradley Goebel Legare Pou
Burke, Pa. Goldfogle Lindsay Pratt
Burleigh Good Livingston Pray

Byrd Graham, Pa, Lo orth Prince
Ca!dcrhead Greene L.on Ransdell, La.
Capron Griest Lowden Reid
Carter Hamer Lundin Rhinock
Cassidy Hamill McCreary Richardson
Cocks, N. Y Hamilton MecCredie Roberts
Conry Hammond MeDermott Roddenbery
Cooper, Wis. Harrison McGuire, Okla. Rucker, Colo,
Coudrey Haugen McHenry Sabath
Covington Havens McKinlay, Cal. Scott
Crow Hawley McLaughlin, Mich. Shackletord
Dalzell Hayes MeMorran ﬂ;]
Denby Heald Macon Bhe eld
Dickéma Henry, Conn. { Simmons
Dies H 8 Mart n, 8. Dak., Slayden
Douglas Hill Miller, Minn, Blem
Draper Hinshaw Millington Bmal
Drl%co]l D. A, Howard Mondell Smith, Cal.
Dupre Howell, N. J. Moon, Pa. Smith, Towa
Ellerbe Howell, Utah Moon, Tenn, Bmith, Mich.
Ellis Hubbard, Iowa Moore, Pa. Smith, Tex.
Elvins Hubbard, W. Va. Moore, Tex, Southwick
Fassett Huff Morehead perry
Fish anhes. W.Va. Morse Stephens, Tex,
Fitzgerald Iowa Mudd Sturglss
Foelker Humphrey, Wash, Murdock Sulzer |
Fordney James Murphy Talbott g
Fornes Johnson, Ky. Nee&am Taylor, Cola.
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Taylor, Ohio Wanger Wilson, Pa. Young, Mich,
Underwood Washburn Wood, N. J. Young, N. X.
Volstead Wheeler Woods, Iowa

Vreeland ‘Wilson, II1. Woodyard

Pending the appearance of a guorum, the following proceed-
ings occurred :

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, has the roll been completed?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of all the Members
have been called.

Mr. HEFLIN. I desire to ask if there is a quorum?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is not.

Mr. HEFLIN., Then I move that the Sergeant at Arms be
instructed to go out and bring in the absent Members.

I thought that at this time, Mr. Speaker, when the call dis-
closed there was no quorum, it was in order to make a motion
to send the Sergeant at Arms out for absent Members in order
to make a quorum.

I send to the Clerk’s desk a motion which I desire to submit,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the same,

The Clerk read as follows:

Ordered, That the SBergeant at Arms take into custody and bring to
the bar of the House such of its Members as are absent without leave.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that motion

is In order at this time.

'~ The question is on agreeing to the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. .

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to have one
of the messengers on this side assist the Sergeant at Arms?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that
the Sergeant at Arms has authority under the rules to appoint
his own deputies. The Chair is of the opinion that it would be
irregular for anyone other than a regularly constituted deputy
to serve a warrant, and that in the absence of a gquorum no
different provision can be made,

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I am thoroughly
in sympathy with the object of the gentlemen who are trying
to pass this bill. I have been continuously in the House since
11 o'clock this morning——

Mr. FINLEY. BStay with us.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. And I propose to stay here
as long as nature will permit me to stay. But a conscientious
regard for my oath and the rights of the people that I repre-
sent compels me to call attention of the House to the fact that
we have worked more than eight hours on this calendar day.
[Laughter.] Of course I want to proceed in a proper and
orderly manner. X

Mr. FINLEY. You are paid by the hour.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I am not paid by the hour.
The gentleman is mistaken. But even if I were paid by the
hour I would be entitled to double pay for overtime.

Mr. Speaker, I want to submit one or two observations on
this situation existing in the House now. It has been almost
impossible for me to realize how it was necessary for the North
to send so many men into the South to fight the many battles
of the Civil War, which have been so graphically deseribed here
to-night, in view of the fact that there were g0 many loyal
citizens in the South.

Mr. HELM. It took five of them to lick one of us; that is the
reason.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. What a peculiar situation it is
to think that these northern and western gentlemen stand here
hour after hour and day after day to prevent the loyal southern
people from getting the money that the Government owes them,
while on the other hand the southern gentlemen are so anxious
to get the loyal Union men the money that the Government
owes them. I confess I am all confused on this proposition. I
can not tell by listening toe a gentleman's speech whether he
comes from the North or from the South. ' But one thing has
been demonstrated by this filibuster that has been conducted
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who seems to be
absent from the floor at this particular moment, and that is
that sectionalism has entirely disappeared, especially when it
comes to a matter of passing a bill, which is sometimes termed a
“ pork bill,” in the House. All this is by the way.

My object in rising was to inform the Chair that as a con-
scientious Member of Congress I desire to enter my protest
against working eight hours in any one calendar day.

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a few observa-
tions, which are to this effect, that so far as I am concerned
and know and have looked into the bills that affect the State
of South Carolina, I believe the Government ought to pay for
the use and occupation of churches and colleges, and so on.

Now, as to the question of any South Carolinian coming to
Congress, one who lived in the State from 1861 to 1865 and

pleading that he was a citizen of South Carolina at that time .

and was loyal to the Union in fact, T do not believe one word
of it. I know, and the records of the War Department show,
that in the State of South Carolina there was not a single white
regiment, there was not a single white company, there was not
a platoon of white South Carolinians who served in the Union
Army. South Carolina was then united. Those who were
Union men when the State seceded were loyal to South Caro-
Iina and followed the fortunes of the Confederacy.

Mr. CARLIN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield
to me for a moment?

Mr. FINLEY. Yes.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make an inquiry, in
order to ascertain the parliamentary status. I understand that
no motion can be made now, unless it be a motion to adjourn,
until 193 Members be present.

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, when I stand here and advo-
cate the claims that have been reported by the Court of Claims
to Congress for South Carolina, I do not claim that the white
people of South Carolina were loyal to the Union from 1801 to
1865. If I should do so, I would belie the truth of history. Tt
is not true. They then stood together united for South Caro-
lina and the Confederacy. They stand together united to-day
for the Union. The war is over.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr. FINLEY. The people of South Carolina stand for the
Union to-day, but in doing so we do not apologize for the past
history of the State.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I did not desire to take the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. FINLEY] off the floor, and
therefore I asked him to yield to me for a moment in order to
enable me to propound a parliamentary inquiry. As I under-
stand, under the present status no motion can be entertained
by the Speaker unless it be a motion to adjourn until a quorum
of 193 Members are present. Is that correct?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is substantially correct.
ti' )Illr"’ CARLIN. What does the Speaker mean by * substan-

ﬂ y ? ”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are possibly some other
matters that might be in order, as, for instance, to excuse Mem-
bers, or something of that kind.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that
there is no other order in which the gentleman could be inter-
ested. [Laughter.]

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wanted to make this interrup-
tion, not to take the gentleman from South Carolina off his
feet, but to let the gentleman understand that we may not
practically retire from here until 193 Members appear. We
must be here in order to vote down a motion to adjourn.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer-
sey moves that the House do now adjourn. All in favor of that
motion will say “ aye;" those opposed will say “no.” The noes
seem to have it; the noes have it, and the motion is rejected.

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, what I have said is said in the
best of spirit. South Carolina is the only State in the Union
that did not furnish white troops to the TUnion Army in
the war between the States. When the war was over the peo-
ple of South Carolina accepted the results of the war in good
faith. We stand by that acceptance to-day. Therefore I desire
everybody to understand that we do not stand here to-day
and advocate anything on the part of the people of South Caro-
lina that involves their coming here and swearing that they
were loyal to the Union in the period from 1861 to 1865. I
hope I have made myself plain and understood.

Mr. SIMS. Let me make a statement to the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. Fiscey], that churches and lodges and
colleges were not disloyal.

Mr. FINLEY. Allow me to state to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. Smus] that no college or church can be disloyal
under the law.

Mr. SIMS. That is what I say.

Mr. FINLEY. Yes; that is right.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman says that the
reason why they were not disloyal was because they could not
be disloyal.

Mr. FINLEY.
they could not.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. The people of South Carolina con-
gidered that they owed their allegiance to the State of Sounth.
Carolina, and they were true to their principles as they enter-
tained them. They were true to their government and true to
their State. They were the best people in the country.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, it is very evident
that any speeches uttered at this hour would be fragrance wasted

The reason is that they would not be because
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on the desert air. But I wish to say, first, that I think I have re-
sponded on every roll call that has been made since 10 o’clock
Friday morning, and it is now 6 o’clock Sunday morning. But I
want to say further that the gentleman who has just taken his
seat, the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr, FiNLEY], has struck
a responsive chord in my heart and has awakened into ex-
pression the dominant thought that has been in my mind
ever since this bill has been under discussion; and I want to
say now that, as the son of a Union soldier and as the son-in-
law of a Union soldier—and I do not think many Members in
this House, either Democrats or Republicans, can claim that
pedigree—it has made me heartsick to hear these loyal, brave,
patriotic sons of the South compelled to stand here on this floor
to protest the loyalty of the claimants who have interests in
this omnibus war-claims bill. [Applause.] And I want to say
to you men of the South that as a man with that pedigree you
do not need to protest to me your loyalty or the loyalty of the
claimants who have an interest in this bill. Great God, will
thé Civil War never be concluded! [Applause.]

I take some pride in the fact that my father quit fighting the
Civil War when he got his discharge from the Union Army,
and I take still further pride in the fact that my father-in-law
quit fighting the Civil War at the same time. It may be some-
what due to the fact that they have both voted the Demo-
cratic ticket, not only while they were carrying a gun for Uncle
Sam in the Union Army, but ever since. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] Perhaps my liberality is owing somewhat to
that circumstance. But I say to you in all seriousness that it
is beneath the dignity of the loyal, patriotic Representatives
of the great South that they should have to stand here before
the majority of this House and assert their loyalty and the
loyalty of their people to the flag of their country. [Applause.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does not the gentleman know
that they could not get any of this money if they did not do so?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in
answer to the question of the gentleman from New Jersey that
I bring no such accusation, I bring no such impeachment against
the intelligence and broad-mindedness of the gentlemen of the
majority in this House, when the Court of Claims has made
the necessary findings of loyalty in every one of these claims;
and for any gentleman to arise on the majority side of this
House and impeach or question the loyalty of southern Rep-
resentatives or these claimants, is demagogy pure and simple.
[Applause.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman will notice that
I arose on the majority side when I made that statement.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The gentleman from New Jersey
has simply strayed from the reservation temporarily.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I do not often do it.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. His body may be over on that
gide of the aisle, but his heart is on this side.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no
particular interest in this bill. I have been accorded such treat-
ment by the War Claims Committee that I would be justified in
going home and going to bed and letting this bill go to pot.

If I had a doubtful claim in this bill, one which needed to be
proclaimed to a full House and a packed gallery, I would not
be presenting it under these conditions and at this hour in the
morning. I have no claim in this bill, but I have a sincere con-
viction in my heart that I ought to have a claim in it, a claim
that is just as meritorious and valid as any claim in it, and a
claim the owner of which need not have his loyalty attested in
this Congress by his Representative, but a man whose loyalty
is attested by the fact that he carried a gun on his shoulder
during the Civil War and has an honorable discharge from the
Union Army.

I have sat here since yesterday morning with the thought in
my mind of that one little item that I might have gotten in this
omnibus bill for a poor devil of an old Union soldier, to the
amount of $675, while he. lost everything, a fortune of over
$200,000, while he had a gun on his shoulder in the service of
his country. He lost a fortune of over $200,000 while rendering
that service, and his claim was cut down by the Court of Claims
to $675, a measly, paltry sum like that; and yet when the Court
of Claims, by its solemn findings, ascertained that the Federal
troops had taken his property and used his stores and supplies
to the amount of $675, the Committee on War Claims threw it
out because he could not show, forsooth, that he had begun to
prosecute his claim just as soon as he laid down his gun. In
other words, the poor devil was guilty of laches. He only be-
gan to collect his claim 10 or 12 years ago, and the Committee
on War Claims found because he did not start out 20 or 30 or 40
years ago he ought not to be paid.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that raises this question: Are these claims
to be settled upon their merits? Apparently not. Are they to
be settled on their merits, or is the matter of settlement to be
determined by the time the claim was instituted? That is the
question that is presented. TIs this man to be turned down now -
simply because he has not been hounding the Federal Govern-
ment ever since the war closed?

Now, while it is true that this old Union soldier did neglect
to commence hounding the Government for the payment of this
Jjust debt to him just as soon as the war ended, yet he will, in
all human probability, never live to receive the payment of his
debt from the Government, and no matter how long he may
live, he will probably die unpaid and leave beneficiaries and
descendants, and it is on that ground that I am pressing the
E}erits of the claim. It would be presumptuous to press it for

m.

However, all my efforts along this line have not been wasted;
the experience that a man has in attempting to get consideration
of one of these claims—and especially if he is just a freshman,
as I am—is worth something to him in the future.

But I want to exhibit here the frank, trusting manner in
which I thought a meritorious claim of an old Union soldier
could get consideration by the Committee on War Claims. In
the first place, Mr. Speaker, this claim of Jesse W. Coleman
was introduced in the House of Representatives, first session of
the Fifty-ninth Congress, the Court of Claims finding being
Document No. 302. I do not doubt that when the Congressman
who first introduced this bill sent it to the old soldier with this
printed report, with that heading, it looked very official. It
looked very official indeed, Mr. Speaker, to see those potent
words—

Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, House of Representatives, Docu-
ment No. 302. Jesse W. Coleman. A letter from the assistant clerk
of the Court of Claims, transmitt a copy of the findings filed with
the court in the case of Jesse W, Coleman against the United States.

January 4, 1909—Referred to the Committee on War Claims and
ordered to be printed.

Now, the old soldier when he got this report might not have
been overwhelmed by the signature attached to it certifying
to the favorable finding of facts filed by the court in the afore-
said case, which case had been referred to this court by resolu-
tien of the House of Representatives under the act of March
3, 1887, known as the Tucker Act, and signed “ John Randolph,
assistant clerk Court of Claims.”

If this old soldier had lived two generations ago and saw that
signature attached to this document he might have had a sort
of ready-monfy feeling, as that name is now only a matter
of memory and history, but the name of the personage to which
this report was directed would certainly cause hope to spring
high in his bosom, for it is a no less name than that of the
Hon. Josgp G. CANNoN, Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives. Now, gentlemen, I submit it is nothing short of cruelty
to send a poor old Union soldier a printed document showing
that the Court of Claims had made a finding in the matter in
the sum of $675 and that the Hon. Joserr G. CANNON, Speaker
of the House, had been appraised of that momentous fact.

The findings were somewhat smaller than the claim, for, as
the gentleman remarked here to-day, the allegations are usually
somewhat larger than the findings.

This man alleged that while he was in the service of -his
county, while he was a duly enlisted soldier, the Federal troops
took from him for their use stores and supplies valued at
$12,442.60. He also alleges that by reason of his service in the
Union Army—and considering the great mining county in Colo-
rado from which he comes, I have no reason to doubt the truth
of his assertion—he lost mining claims of the value of $£203,500.
This case was brought to a hearing on the 23d day of May,
1004. On the issue of loyalty it is unnecessary to say that a
man who had an honorable discharge from the Union Army
required no further proof as to his loyalty. He did not require,
Mr. Speaker, the attestation of a southern Member of Congress
to the fact that he was loyal to the cause of the Union. I
think we ecan place that factor to one side as absolutely be-
yond dispute. Now, aside from that, it would only be neces-
sary to establish a just and lawful loss for which this Govern-
ment should be responsible and for which it should make
payment. It appears that he had the claim looked after by
one John F. Duffle, Esq., I presume an attorney at law here in
the ecity of Washington, and it is only legitimate to presume he
has been gathered to his fathers, since another attorney now
appears. One generation of attorneys has been exhausted on
this claim and the second generation of attorneys has taken
it up. There has been a whole lot said here to-day about
attorneys, and about claims attorneys, in a slighting way that
in my judgment ought not to have very much weight with a
body of lawyers. God knows it will have no weight with me,
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since I have seen the poor, pale-faced, trembling old man who
took this claim up where the other attorney laid it down and
who has pressed it for years, day after day, hanging around
the door in this lobby to see how these little claims were get-
ting along that would absolutely die but for such as he. I do
not feel, my friends, that his connection, or the connection of
claims attorneys, with these cases prejudice me in the least
against them. I think if the Members of this body would be
absolutely honest about it, they would get up here and say that
if it were not for the services of these claims attorneys they
themselves would be absolutely overwhelmed with the work of
getting these cases at issue and in shape for passage.

So the first generation of attorneys has passed off the scene
and the second has come on. I do not wish to mention his
name, and I would not want to hurt that old man’s feelings
by having his eyes fall upon the words that I say, but I think
the indications are that he, like my constituent, the claimant
in this bill, will be gathered to his fathers before the appro-
priation to pay this claim is available,

Now, wait a minute. I see that the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr. HueHES] is getting restless, and I do not blame

I want to say this, gentlemen, that if the time of the
House was worth anything, that if there was the slightest pos-
sibility of any business being done, business that was worth
anything—and I am not referring now to the worthless claims
of Union soldiers against the Government, and I recognize, as
do all other Members, that such claims are in the eyes of the
Government absolutely worthless—I would not be occupying
the floor and consuming the time of the House. I would give
the time and the floor up to gentlemen who had actual business
to discuss.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Well, this is a moot case?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I want to say to the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. Hueues] that to everybody except the
poor, doddering old man, now weighted down with age and pov-
erty, looking for this little mite from the Government, this is
apparently a moot case, This is certainly a moot case, so far
as the Government is concerned. All just and legal claims
against the Government of the United States appear to be moot
claims., I trust the gentleman from New Jersey understands
that. I think that there are a number of gentlemen in this
House who will agree with me on that proposition.

Mr. FINLEY. I do.

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I thank the gentleman from
Texas and the gentleman from South Carolina. We are almost
a majority of those here present at this time. The Court of
Claims says that, after considering the arguments and briefs of
counsel on each side, the claimant in 1864 was engaged in farm-
ing a tract of land. The land is located about 12 miles from
Pueblo, in the then Territory of Colorado.

Now, the fact that this land is located within 12 miles of
the town in which I have the honor to reside is not the all-
important fact concerning it. It is not so much of a town
perhaps as Paterson, N. J., yet, in a way, it is considerable of
a town. Also, it is the home of a Member who represents a
greater area by one-half in this Congress than the six New
England States. [Laughter.]

We live in a country of magnificent distances, and I have no
doubt that many of our friends in the East, and particularly a
gentleman who lives in a little flyspeck on the map like the
State of New Jersey, can hardly comprehend what it means
when a Ilepresentative says that he represents in this body a
district one and a half times as large as the six New England
States.

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I will.

Mr, FINLEY. Has the gentfleman heard how the State of
New Jersey was formed? The story is that when the Lord
created the world he had a little bit of material left over and
he dumped it out of a wheelbarrow and thus formed the State
of New Jersey. [Laughter.]

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. The gentleman does not expect
me to resent his assertion, because he may believe we have a
monopoly of sand in New Jersey. [Laughter.]

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. The gentleman from New Jersey,
as I observe, is always able to take care of himself. M.
Speaker, it is not an important circumstance that the land on
which this claim originated is located about 12 miles from my
home town. That may be of interest to me, but the fact that
the land was located in “ the then Territory " of Colorado is
the important fact, enabling the House to understand how
long a time has elapsed since the origin of this claim. A man
who was old enough to help preserve the Union in a war that
ended 11 years before the Territory of Colorado became a State

is now, in the natural order of things, a pretty old man, and if
this Congress were to pass this bill and were to attach it
i‘lS an amendment to this omnibus bill and it should become a
aw

Mr, RUCKER of Missouri. It ought to pass—

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. It would be a pure gamble that
the money in payment would arrive on the ground before the
undertaker. [Laughter.] Probably it would be only an asset
of his estate. If it is not passed now probably his children and
grandchildren will be down here, through the medium of some
poor, old, decrepit claims attorney like the man handling this
claim, hounding future Congressmen as yet unborn with argu-
ments for the payment of this elaim.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Does not the gentleman think
the fact that he has this claim has caused the old gentleman
claimant to live longer than he otherwise would have lived?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I can only say in reply to that
question that if he had not lived longer than the ordinary mor-
tal the claim would already be in the hands of his estate or his
descendants.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. It looks as though his partici-
pation in the war must have done him good.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Without detracting from the
merit of my constituent’s claim, his participation in the war did
“do him good.” It *“did him”» for all that he had on earth,
and he has been a poor man ever since. So that in the parlance
of the day, if not in the meaning of the gentleman from New
.T;ers;ay, his participation in the Civil War “did him good and
plenty.”

Now, I want to proceed with this Court of Claims finding, not
that it is worth anything, because it is evident from proceedings
in this body during the last 48 hours that it is not. It is evident
that a boost from the Court of Claims is actually a knock; that
after the court created by this Congress, a court with five capa-
ble judges, so reputable that I am informed that they are Re-
publicans, and, gentlemen, that is the final word for repute at
the present time in this Chamber—it is true that their high
character is probably somewhat detracted from by the fact that
they were formerly Members of Congress, I am informed that
they all joined in this finding—Iit is very evident, as I say, that
even these findings of facts, solemnly determined by the court
created by this Congress to ascerfain and determine these facts,
have absolutely no influence in this House. When a Member
upon the majority side can rise here and in a serious manner
ask Members who have claims in this bill what justification or
warrant or authority there is for the claim, it shows that the
Court of Claims has no influence whatever in its findings. You
might as well ask a citizen of the United States what a statute
ig doing on the statute books as to ask a Member of this House
to rise in his place and justify the appearance of one of these
item in this omnibus claims bill, which has been put there by
a court of competent jurisdiction created by the Congress of the
United States for that express purpose. Notwithstanding the
fact that the findings of this court are not worth anything—in
fact seem to be a detriment rather than a help, which is the
inference T have guthere during the last 48 hours—I present the
same finding in this case that is the basis of all the claims in
this bill.

The findings further recite that, by reason of the terrorized
condition of affairs and claimant’s absence from home in the
service, he failed to harvest and save any material part of his
crop, and during that period there was taken from the claimant
for the service stores and supplies, which at the time and place
of taking were reasonably worth the sum of $675. I presume
that means $1,675. That seems to have been about the basis
upon which these claims were adjudicated. If they ascertain
that at the lowest possible figures & man was entitled to $1,000,
they split the difference with him and cut it in two and award
him $500. No part of this sum has been paid.

Mr. Speaker, I recognize the fact that, so far as accomplishing
anything for my constituent is concerned, I had just as well be
home in bed, and so had these other gentlemen with claims in the
bill. So I am going to conclude with the statement that, so far
as I can discover from the reports, the claim was rejected on the
ground that it does not appear from the evidence that the claim
was ever presented to any department of the Government for
payment until its presentation to Congress 11 years ago. So that
with this condition of this e¢laim it is beyond the help of a Mem-
ber of Congress, who has got about all the trouble he can attend
to without being a lawyer in the Court of Claims.

I called this claim up for consideration in the Committee
on War Claims on January 11, 1910, and my letter was returned
to me with this written statement:

Will be submitted to full committee. Think will go in omnibus bill,
but committee will determine.
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When the committee determined and how it determined, I
do not know. When I called on the committee about this bill
some weeks ago I was informed that it had been turned down
by the committee some months ago. I thought that when a bill
was turned down by a committee perhaps a Member would be
notified. I did not know that a Member of Congress was ex-
pected to convert himself into a messenger boy to dance at-
tendance on committee-room doors to find out when something
would be done with his bill or what had been done with it.
I do not mean to criticize these committees; I know how over-
worked they are. I can not help but feel this bill has not been
considered in the committee,

There is one single circumstance against this bill and that
is, as stated before, that it was not presented a long time ago.
In other words, it had only been pending 11 years, whereas it
ought to be mildewed with the age of 50 years, like a lot of
these other claims, aud then I can not see where it would be
much better off.

Mr. Speaker, this blll has meant as much to me as many a
Member's item in this omnibus bill has meant to him; and it
means as much to my constituent as the item of any constituent
of any other Member in this body.

It will be a matter of sincere regret to me to have this
omnibus bill pass this House without this old man's claim in
it, having met him, knowing him personally, and feeling sure,
as I do, that before another omnibus bill ever passes the House
of Representatives he will have answered to taps, “lights out.”
[Applause.]

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr, Speaker, I desire to submit a reguest for
unanimous consent, if it is in order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair regrets to state that
in the absence of a quorum it is impossible to do any business,
even for the Chair to submit a request for unanimous consent.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, if you will not interrupt me I
will state it. The House about three weeks ago fixed the 19th
of this month for memorial exercises to the memory of the
death of my late colleague, the Hon. WALTER P. BROWNLOW.
His family, his wife and children, have traveled over 500 miles
and have been in this city a week awaiting this occasion. I
think we ought, under the circumstances, to make some agree-
ment or arrangement here to-day by which we can honor the
dead and respect the memory of our late colleague who served
so long and so faithful in this House. Those who are opposed
to this bill can not adjourn this House, for they are in the
minority. You can keep us here away from our families and
away from our meals; now let us agree to come back here at
11.50 o’clock and then pay that tribute of respect to the dead,
and after that loving though sorrowful work is over let us
take up this fight where we have left it. Is there any man here
opposed to this request? If so, let me look upon him.

Mr. LAW. Mr, Speaker, I am not opposed in the least to the
request of the gentleman, but to take a recess after the hour
fixed for the regular meeting of the session at 12 o’clock might
disturb the legislative day.

Mr. AUSTIN. We will come back and arrange that at 11.30
o'clock, when we get here,

Mr. LAW. I am afraid you would do a dangerous thing.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Starrorp). For what pur-
pose does the gentleman rise?,

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The gentleman from Ten-
nessee has made a request for unanimous consent that the House
take a recess until 11.50. I will say that my understanding of
the ruling of the House is that pending the absence of a quorum
no business is in order except a motion to adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous occupant of the
chair stated that no business should be transacted during the
absence of a quorum,

Mr. AUSTIN. But if it can be by unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the
chair holds that no business can be considered except a motion
to adjourn, and the Chair declines to entertain any other motion.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Let me say, in this con-
nection, inasmuch as we all desire later on to come to some
arrangement by means of which we can pay fitting tribute of
respect to our deceased colleagune Mr. BrownNLow, there is no
disposition, I think, to do otherwise, but it is impossible nunder
the rules of the House to do anything at all in the absence of a
quorum except to adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only entertain
a motion to adjourn in the absence of a quoram. The roll eall
shows there is no quorum present, and we are now awaiting the
presence of a quorum under the order of the House.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I niove that the
House do now adjourn.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes
seemed to have it.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, a division.

The House divided, and there were—ayes 4, noes 31.

So the motion was rejected.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey.
Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I would like to know if the
Speaker has had any report from the Sergeant at Arms, who
was instructed to bring in absent Members.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the
chair has only taken the chair within the last 10 minutes, and
wishes to inform the gentleman from New Jersey that the
Journal clerk has informed the Chair that the order of the
House that was entered, requiring the Sergeant at Arms to
present absent Members, is now in process of execution on a
resolution offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
HerFLIN].

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentleman rise?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I rise for the purpose of asking
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Ilecomp.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair could not enter-
tain such motion while the record shows that there is not a
quorum present.

Mr. KENDALL.
a request.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I assure you, Mr. Speaker, that
it is not so much a desire to extend my remarks in the REcorp
that I made the request as to show the gentlemen here present
that I have not exhausted the merits of my case.

Mr. HULL of Temmessee. Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentleman rise?

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. I rise to inquire whether the
Sergeant at Arms is making any effort to enforce the attend-
ance of absent Members.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated to the House
within a few minutes, possibly during the absence of the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, that, as the Chair was informed, the
Sergeant at Arms is making diligent efforts under the order
was instructed to bring in absent Members.

Mr. COX of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, is there not some way
that we can get a report from the Sergeant at Arms?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the
Clerk that the Sergeant at Arins is now executing the order
of the House to bring in absent Members.

Mr. RANDELL: of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the
Chair is not at all interested in getting a guorum here, because
he is smiling at the proposition. I do not mean to reflect on
the Speaker at all, but I would like to see a gquorum here so
that we might have some way to dispese of business and get
gomething to eat. It is not a matter of fun with us at all.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, in fairness, feels
called upon to say that the present occupant of the chair has
not been absent from the Chamber for the last 10 hours, and
he has voted every time to iry to maintain a quorum in the
committee and in the House. It is not fair to the Chair to make
any such remark.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentleman rise?

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I will be satisfied——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to recog-
nize the gentleman except for a parliamentary question or a
motion to adjourn.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I would like to get all influence
the Speaker can give us to get a quorum here.

Mr, MANN. I am sure the gentleman has that influence with
the Chair.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I have none in the world, on either
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] or the Speaker pro
tempore, because, if I had, things would be run in much better
shape than they are.

Mr. MANN. I assure the gentleman he has influence with me,
and that I have the highest regard for him.

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I am very glad to know that, and
I hope the gentleman will go home and attend Sunday school,
and try not to keep a whole lot of old men out of their just
rights here.

Mr. MANN. I am trying to help them to get thenr.

Mr, SWASEY rose.

A parlianmentary inquiry, Mr.

That is no motion, Mr. Speaker; that is

Mr. Speaker——
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The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman rise?

Mr. SWASEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I am occupy-
ing the seat of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaxN], and I
have a predisposition to discuss briefly the pulp and paper issue.
[Laughter.] I think I am qualified.

I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that we have had under dis-
cussion matters of great and far-reaching importance; that we
have had what is termed a reciprocity agreement with the
Dominion of Canada—a trade agreement. s

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt
him?

Mr. SWASEY. Just wait a moment until T complete this
important sentence. As I understand that trade agreement, it
is favorable to Canada. They have got out of it all that they
could possibly ask. They have got the privilege of coming into
the American markets. Under it everything that I know of
that they have to sell can come in free, and I would inquire of
some of the earnest and enthusiastic advocates of that trade
agreement, What have we got in return? I know Canada
pretty well. I do not believe there is a man on the floor of
this House who has a deeper feeling of affection and regard for
the Dominion of Canada and its people than I have. But I do
not live in Canada. I live under the American flag and am
more interested in the welfare and prosperity of the American
people than the people of any other Nation. I am in favor of
annexation, but I am not in favor of giving to Canada the full
benefits of the American markets for her farm products and
her paper manufactures free of any duty, in competition with
the products of American farmers and American paper manu-
facturers. I said I am in favor of annexation, sharing with
the Canadians all the rights of American citizens, provided they
shall share with us some of the burdens and responsibilities
that attach to American citizenship. My uncle, who was born
in the State of New Hampshire and went to Ottawa more than
30 years ago, sat for 25 years in the Dominion Parliament, and
my cousin, a graduate of Harvard College, sits in the same seat
to-day. And from my knowledge of that Dominion and my
acquaintance with its people, I think I am qualified to state
what their interests are as compared with the interests of the
American people.

It is a painful duty to feel compelled to differ with out great
President. I regret exceedingly that between him and me on
any subject there should come a parting of the ways. Up to
this time I have cheerfully and enthusiastically supported every
administration measure, both of this and the former adminis-
tration. But, Mr. Speaker, I have been a Republican all my
life. I have made a study of tariff questions all my life. I
knew something of this country prior to the Civil War. I was
old enough to realize the significance and the result of the
Democratic revision of 1857. I remember that downward revi-
sion, when they reduced the duties 14 per cent below those im-
posed in the tariff of 1846, and I remember as plainly as
though it were but yesterday what that downward revision cost
the American people under that Democratic administration. I
recollect the paralysis of industries. I remember the want of
employment, the seclusion of capital, and the universal distress
that hung over this Nation until the close of the war; and the
only virtue that I remember that came of that Democratie
downward revision was its contribution in some slight degree to
that providential act that saved the Nation—the election of our
martyred, honored, and beloved President, Abraham Lincoln.

Mr. COLLIER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SWASEY. I will

Mr. COLLIER. I just want to ask the gentleman if it is not
a fact that the only decade in the history of our Republic when
our wealth increased over 50 per cent was from 1850 to 1860,
under the Walker tariff?

Mr. SWASEY. That may be, because our people, under the
tariff of 1846, with its incidental protection, which was not in-
tended by the Democratic Party, saw a revival of the indus-
tries of this great country such as they never had seen before,
and never will see again unless the same protection is afforded
our labor and industries. But when your Democratic ances-
tors, with the same ideas, the same purposes, and the same leg-
islation that you threaten in the next Congress, reduced the
tariff of 1846, in 1857, giving a 14 per cent horizontal redue-
tion, they struck a blow to American prosperity that we never
recovered from until after the war had closed.

Mr. EORBLY. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. SWASEY. I do not care to be interrupted nmow.

Mr. KORBLY. It is for my enlightenment.

Mr. SWASEY. I am not here to enlighten Democrats alone.
You need it badly enough, but not as badly as you will two

For what purpose does the

years from now. Mr. Speaker, I rose to perform an important,
though a painful, duty, to give expression to the thoughts in
my mind upon this great question of a trade agreement with
Canada. I wish to give the gentleman a little information
upon this provision in the trade agreement about which they
know so little.

I want to go back into the revision of 1857, and I want to
say to you that when the tariff was revised by your ancestors
in 1857, the guestion of labor was no factor in that revision;
that they were pretending to take care of the infant industries,
and were making the same arguments that you are making
to-day for a revision of the tariff. But when the war had
proceeded so far that it struck the shackles from the black
man and dignified American labor, then the wages of the
American workman began to rise under the policy of protec-
tion of the Republican Party. What were wages before the
war? Wages were $8 a month on the farm. Skilled labor
75 cents to &1 per day, and when we enlisted we received §8
per month.

Mr. CLINE. Do the people in Maine agree with you?

Mr. SWASEY. They do.

Mr, CLINE. How did it happen, then, that Maine went
Democratic?

Mr. SWASEY. How did it happen? I am glad you ask, for
I can tell you. Some Democratic rum got into-Maine, and the
rum question became the main issue. It was more of a rum
slide than a political landslide. That was the principal cause
of the turnover in Maine. Look at the returns and you will
see that the Democratic governor was elected by almost 9,000
plurality and the Republican Congressmen were defeated by
only 2,900. More than 5,000 votes in the State of Maine were
polled for Republican Congressmen over what the Republican
governor had. Two years ago our governor was elected by less
than 7,000 votes. When we came to the November election and
the question of protection to American industries and labor was
the issue, we rolled up for William H. Taft 32,500 majority.

Mr. SHERLEY. But you passed the tariff law since then,

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SWASEY. Mr. Speaker, let me tell you about the tariff.
I want to speak about the tariff bill, if yon gentlemen will
listen. You began on “ Cannonism,” and that was the great cry
for two years—* Cannonism! Cannonism!"” The newspaper as-
sociations did not get the duty taken off of print paper, and
they hallooed with you, * Cannonism!" and it went all over
this country, “ Cannonism!” What is * Cannonism?" Let any
man explain to me what “ Cannonism” is. Where did it orig-
inate, except in the muckraking press of the country, because
the Speaker of this House would not consent to lend his aid in
their assault on the paper industry?

1 hold no brief for Josern G. CANNoN. He needs no defense
at the hands of any Republican on this floor or in the country
at large. [Applause.] The CoNgreEssioNAL Rrcorp for 35 years
and Hinds' Precedents are all the vindication that JoserH G.
CaxsoN needs. I have sat here for almost two terms, and I
have never heard a ruling from that chair by Josern G. CANNON
on any of the complicated questions presented to him that he has
not fortified his position by citations from Hinds" Precedents,
Democratic as well ag Republican.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. The gentleman told us
that he was going to give us some information about wood pnlp.
We know all about Josepr G. CaANNoN, as much as the gentle-
man does, but we do not know so much about pulp and paper.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman tell us what
President Taft thinks about wood pulp and print paper?

Mr. SWASEY. One moment; we have had many bright lead-
ers from Maine in the American Congress. We have stood in
either branch second to no State of its area and population
since Maine was admitted to the Union. We have furnished
two Speakers, James G. Blaine and Thomas B. Reed. [Ap-
plause.] We have had the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court;
we have had the Vice President, the Acting President of the
Senate; we have had the Secretary of State; and we have had
numerous offices that were within the gift by election and ap-
pointment of the American people. .

Mr. CANDLER. What have you left now?

Mr. SWASEY. We have not many of the old guard left.
[Laughter.] But I will tell you what we have left. We have
Mr. Guernsey and Mr. Hinds in this branch of Congress, and
when that gentleman who has stood at the end of the desk with
Mr. Reed and Mr. CaxxNon takes his place on the floor as a
Representative from Maine I think you will realize that Maine
is still on the map.

But more than that, we have sent from the rock-ribbed hills
of old Maine thousands and thousands of men who have gone

out into the great States of the West, the glorious States of
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the West, each one of which is an empire of itself—men who
have helped to make and mold the sentiment that has made the
American Republic the admiration as well as the wonder of
the world. [Applause.] And, thank God, some of them are
gitting in this House and some of them are in the Senate of the
United States, faithful Representatives, standpatters, regnlars,
if you please, who stand for what is right and refuse to yield
at any time in the fight for the best things that a man can ask
for.

Mr. CANDLER. What is the gentleman himself—a stand-

patter?
Mr. SWASEY. Mr. Speaker, I say I have been a Republican
all my life, I am soon to go out from publie service, possibly

never to come in again. I voted for Abraham Lincoln, the first
vote I ever cast. I never have failed to vote for every Repub-
lican candidate since, and I never want a higher compliment
paid me when I leave Congress on the 4th day of March than to
have my constitutents, my colleagues, and the American people
say that I am a standpatter. [Applause.] Why, is it a name
of disgrace; is it a name that entitles its possessor to anathema
and criticism?

Mr. Speaker, this country will never forget that from the
time of the great crisis of the Nation in 1861, when I marched
under that banner with only 31 stars, down to to-day, the stand-
patters have been the sheet anchors of every great, progressive
movement, and every accomplishment, every triumph, and every
victory in the field in war, and in the forum in peace, and that
there has been no national legislation for 50 years of any value
to the American people that has not been the work of the
“ standpatters” of the Republican Party.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the gentleman be
given 20 minutes more for his peroration.

Mr. SWASEY. Mr. Speaker, I have not come to my perora-
tion yet. I know that this part of American history is not
pleasing to you Democrats, but I have just been teaching you
the alphabet of real republicanism, of standpatism, if you
please, which has been the source of our marvelous national
prosperity. Why, do you not remember—I do—every fourth
year since the close of the war what you fellows have done or
tried to do; and on every field of conflict you have met the
standpatters. I can look down the line. I am older than the
Republican Party. I am older than the protective policy.

Mr. BOEHNE. Not older than the Democratic Party?

Mr. SWASEY. No; for God’s sake! [Laughter.] There has
never been a time since Adam when sin and sorrow was not.

Mr. Speaker, I can remember all of the issues that the Demo-
cratic Party have raised in this country for 50 years. I recol-
lect when you created ain hysteria among the American people
on fiat money, on greenbackism, on 16 to 1, and on various other
issues that set some of the people wild; and the standpatters
stood firm and unchangeable, and we have gone on to victory,
and we are coming back. If you gentlemen in the Sixty-second
Congress will go on revising the tariff as you did in 1857,
downward, as you did in 1893, downward, I want you to
-understand that in two years from now the American people,
by reason of the unemployed that will be walking our streets,
the paralysis of all our industries, the hiding of American capi-
tal, the destitution and want of the American laborers, will
revise you downward in 1912, [Applause on the Republican
side.]

Mr. RUCKER of Colorado.
tariff ?

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to interrupt the
gentleman’s obituary on standpatters, but what kind of a stand-
patter is he—a Dalzell standpatter or a Boutell standpatter?

Mr. SWASEY. Mr. Speaker, there is no distinetion between
standpatters. We are for the flag, we are for protection, we are
for the best interests of the whole Nation and the whole people.
We do not need hitching nor need any time to apologize for our
attitude upon any of the great problems of the day in the great
onward march of our people and our country. We are for aid
to our merchant marine, we are for an enforcement of a con-
stitutional amendment that will take 35 Members out of that side
of this House if all men, American citizens under the flag, are
permitted to exercise the right of franchise. [Applause on the
Republican side.] We are for everything that goes to the glory
and the uplift and the upbuilding of American institutions and
prosperity. That is what we are for.

Mr. WEISSE. You are for a 50-cent dollar for coining your
st};_rlt]ari You buy 50 cents worth of silver and pay a dollar’s debt
w t.

Mr. SWASEY. We make every dollar of our money, silver,
paper, and everything else, as good as gold, in spite of the
Democratic Party. We have always held faith with the people,
but sometimes enough of them have been deceived by the muck-
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raking press and the demagogues, as in the last election, to give
your party a temporary victory.

Now, let me say to you, gentlemen on that side of the House,
if you will give me your attention and not interrupt me, I will
give you some information on the subjects embraced in the so-
called trade agreement and the special and particular reasons
why I am opposed to it. As I have said, I am a Republican and
a protectionist, not for local or sectional protection, but for
national protection, for the protection of every laborer and
every industry needing protection, not only in Maine, but every-
where in this Nation, on this continent, wherever our flag floats.
I am not a believer in that old obsolete Democratic notion of free
raw material. I know no raw material that is known as an
article of commerce.

A tree standing in the forest may be raw material; but when
the axman severs it from the soil and cuts it into logs it becomes
his finished produet, and for the labor expended upon it he is
entitled to protection. Coal and iron and other minerals slum-
bering in their beds in the bowels of the earth may be raw ma-
terials; but when the miner takes his dinner pail in his hand,
with the lamp upon the vizor of his eap, and goes down the
shaft, endangering his life at every step, and mines the coal
and other minerals, expends labor upon those ores, the pro-
tective policy as advocated by the Republican Party follows
him in his arduous and dangerous toil as a laborer. And when
the product of that labor is brought to the surface of the earth
and becomes an article of commerce it is the finished product
of the miner and entitled to protection. And so with every man
who eats his bread in the sweat of an honest brow, wherever he
is and whatever his employment, he is entitled to share in the
benefits of a protective policy that will maintain the scale of
American wages. I delight in high wages. I glory in the fact

‘that here beneath the American flag it is possible to pay to the

honest toiler a greater wage than anywhere else in the wide
world, for I believe that high wages conduce to the prosperity
and contentment of the American laborer, resulting in a better
and higher condition of citizenship, which ean be attained in
no other way. I believe in high wages for another reason—that
they give to the wage earners of this country that to which
they are entitled, a larger share of the profits of our industrial
life, a more equal distribution of our Nation's income. I be-
lieve in good living, without regard to cost, for the wage earners
of the country, and I want wages to be sufficiently high to
warrant the best living and a sufficient margin above that to
assure the wage earner’s independence, for in the last analysis
of the policy of protection the wage earners and the producers
are the real beneficiaries of that great policy which has brought
such prosperity, growth, and development to the American
people.

I do not believe in this trade agreement, because it is an inno-
vation upon the policy of protection. I am sensitively jealous
of anything in the way of legislation that will jeopardize in the
slightest degree that fundamental policy which protects the
American laborer and the American producer and gives him that
to which he is above all others entitled, the benefits of the
American market, the best market in the world.

I am opposed to it for another reason—that it is class legis-
lation, putting American products of the farm upon the free
list and giving Canada the right to enter the American market
free, in competition with the American farmer. The Congress
of the United States by its wise and progressive legislation for
the last decade has been making most strenuous efforts to in-
crease the products of the farm, to ecarry contentment to that
clasg of American citizens who are among the best, the bone and
sinew of the American people. We have appropriated nearly
$14,000,000 per year for agricultural schools, for the publica-
tion of scientific works for the benefit of the American farmer
in order that he may better understand the tilling of the soil
to produce the best results. We have spent many millions of
doliars for the irrigation of arid lands. We publish farmers’
bulletins, agricultural yearbooks, we make generous appropria-
tions for the extermination of insects and other pests which
threaten and injure crops of every kind in every part of our
country. We have appropriated more than $40,000,000 annually
for the last two years to extend our free rural delivery system
to carry the mail to the door of the American farmer in the hope
and expectation that all these wise and beneficent provisions
would increase the number of the tillers of our soil as well as
provide those conveniences suited to a higher condition of
American living and bring contentment to the fireside of our
farmers in rural communities. And it is only fair to say, look-
ing over the broad agricultural territory of our great country
and the improvements of our country life, that it is a source
of pride and satisfaction to witness the wonderful improve-
ments, the increasing acreage, the larger and more bountiful
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erops which have resulted therefrom. The farmers, the agri-
culturists, are our dependence. The products of the soil we
must have. And I am unwilling to take any step or vote for
any project that will in any degree threaten and, much more,
seriously injure that great and growing industry. But those
who favor this trade agreement who assume to know present a
paradoxieal proposition, first that it will not hurt the farmers,
and secondly that it will reduce the cost of living. Both of
these can not be true. It will either hurt the farmer by reduoc-
ing the cost of food products or it can not have any effect upon
the cost of living. And if it has no effect to reduce the cost of
living, what possible benefit can result therefrom? Now, let
us briefly look at the situation between the two countries, the
United States and Canada.

Our great President says it is but an imaginary line across
the North American Continent from ocean to ocean: that we
are one people, speaking the same language and have the same
interests. I think I know something of the conditions on either
side of the Canadian line east of the Grand Trunk Railroad
to the mouth of the St. John River, and I have to say that any
person only needs fo travel over the line, imaginary as it may
be, into Canada and he will realize at once, before he has gone
any distanee in any Province, that he is in a different country.
When you leave American soil anywhere along this imaginary
line you leave the more marked evidences of culture, refinement,
and prosperity. You leave the well-kept farms along our border,
with painted buildings, showing the marks of enterprise and
successful farming, to find on the other side the unsatisfactory,
langunishing condition of the French Canadian, and such a vast
contrast that one can not fail to appreciate the difference be-
tween the two countries. It may be, and no doubt is, true that
in the larger towns and cities that are easily accessible by rail-
ways and other means of transportation from our side that
they have become largely Americanized and more like the people
of New England towns and cities. And I want to say further
in this immediate connection that along the border which I
have described that whatever of prosperity is indicated on the
Canadian side is largely attributable, in my judgment, to the
fact that thousands of the people, the wage earners of eastern
Canada, have come over the line to labor and have received
the benefits of the American wage scale. Many of them have
remained and are reckoned as among our best citizens, but many
others have returned to their homes along the border with a
pocketful of American money to improve their condition. In
this way we have done very much, as suggested by the Presi-
dent, in humanitarianism, by giving the privilege of migrating
across the line and having the benefit of the American wage.
Now, the American farmer, with higher-priced land, larger invest-
ments in all that pertains to agricultural pursuits, with higher
wages for farm labor, as ascertained from the reports of the De-
partment of Commerce and Labor, of more than 25 per cent,
with all the obligations of American citizens, taxed to support
and maintain our varied institutions, educational and govern-
mental, liable to do military duty under the flag in time of na-
tional stress, is entitled to the protective policy of the Republi-
can Party, and has the first right to the benefits of the Ameri-
can market, certainly in preference to those who bear no such
burdens, pay no such taxes, and incur no such obligations,

Now, Mr. Speaker, supposing that this trade agreement and
the removal of the duty on farm products from Canada should
result in reducing the price of farm products to the ultimate
consumer, I want to inguire of any gentleman who advocates
this policy by what right, on what ground of justice, equality,
and fair treatment, shall we take from the American farmer by
legislation any part of the profit of his hard.earnings by days
of toil from sun to sun and give that profit to the ultimate con-
sumer, giving the farmer nothing in return by way of reduc-
tion of duties upon the things he has to buy? I do not blame
the West for the evident attitude which they take toward other
sections of the country, like New England, on account of the
unjust distribution of the benefits of protection, but I want to
say to you gentlemen on the floor of this House who represent
the great agricultural States of the West that the Republicans
of the East will never willingly do you such injustice. We
stand with you and for you in the application of this funda-
mental doctrine of the Republican Party and for the equal dis-
tribution of its great benefits.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House
to another very important feature of this frade agreement, and
that is the pulp and paper clause. And I desire to begin at the
beginning of this groundless and pernicious controversy between
the American Press or Publishers’ Association and the pulp and
paper manufacturers. :

From the time that ground wood pulp was first invented and
successfully made down to 1908, there had been no adverse leg-
islation, no disturbance of the manufacturers of pulp and paper.

The price in 20 years of printing paper had dropped from $100
per ton to less than $40, and the American Publishers’ Associa-
tion and all purchasers of printing paper were buying their sup-
plies at a less price than any other nation in the world, save
free-trade England, and there was a difference in price of only
a few cents per ton between England and the United States,

Under the Gorman and Wilson bill, before there was any com-
petition between Canada or the Scandinavian Peninsula or any
other country and the United States, printing paper was made
dutiable at 15 per cent. In the revision and enactment of the
Dingley bill, printing paper was put upon the dutiable list at
$6 per ton, and from that time to the spring of 1908 there had
been no controversy between the United States and any other
country or between the manufacturers and the publishers in
this country. During the first session of the Sixtieth Congress
John Norris and Herman Ridder, free-trade Democrats, so
called, claiming to represent the American Publishers' Associa-
tion, complained to President Roosevelt that there was a print-
ing-paper trust. He sent a message to Congress asking Congress
to put pulp and paper on the free list, if it were true that there
was a trust or a combination in restraint of trade. Congress
refused to take off the duty, but appointed a commission known
as the Mann Commission to investigate and ascertain if there
was a trust, which commission reported that there was no trust
or combination in restraint of trade. This arrangement did
not satisfy the gentlemen who represented the association, and
I understand it was no secret that one of them interviewed the
Speaker of. the House, desiring that he should favor a removal
of the duty. This the Speaker refused to do, and when the
gentleman left the Speaker's room he was overheard to say
that he would, in substance, make a relenfless attack upon Mr,
Canxxon. That was the beginning of the controversy that has
been followed by all the papers and magazines that could be in-
duced or persuaded to join the muckrakers. And the Mem-
bers of Congress as well as the country at large know the ex-
tent and virulence of the attack upon the administration and
upon every Republican who stood by the President and the tar-
iff bill last enacted. In all the history of American politics
there was never so wicked and unjust and deceptive misrepre-
sentation as in the last campaign, brought about absolutely by
the American press.

Now, let us see what real cause there was for any attack
upon the paper manufacturers or for any reduction of the duty
on pulp and paper under the Republican platform. During the
last decade the cost of wood to supply American mills had in-
creased 100 per cent, the price of labor in Ameriean mills had
increased 66 per cent, and yet the industry had grown to be one
of the most important in the United Stdtes. Nearly 800 mills,
with an invested eapital of nearly $400,000,000 and employing,
directly and indirectly, 500,000 men, had been built up and
established in 20 States of the Union, with sufficient material to
supply the mills indefinitely, notwithstanding the mistaken re-
port of the Mann Commission that we were absolutely depend-
ent upon Canada for our spruce. These mills were built in
different States, as I say; the industry was developing from
Maine to Texas; and along the Canadian border from Maine to
the Pacific coast, as well as in the Middle West. I repeat that
there was no want of raw material, for every species of wood
grown on American soil which had a fiber could be converted
into pulp. Seventeen different kinds of wood were suitable for
the manufacture, and when we consider that only 51 per cent
of the territory of the United States is improved land and
49 per cent is unimproved, the most of which is covered by trees
of various kinds, in the South as well as in the North, there
was no cause for alarm that the industry would ever die out for
want of material; but with proper care and protection from
foreign competition it might extend until it was found in every
State of the Union. It is true, in my opinion, that there is five
times as much timber in the United States suited to the manu-
facture of pulp and paper as in the Dominion of Canada.
Maine alone has 10,000,000 acres of forest growth, mostly spruce,
its wooded territory being greater than all the rest of New
England. And all along the northern States, including Alaska,
there are more than 150,000,000,000 feet of spruce alone, and
all the drain we have made upon Canada for use in Maine mills,
which has amounted to only 15 per cent in any one year to
supply more than 40 mills, has been not because we did not
have the timber, but for the purposes of conservation of our
own forest products. Here, again, comes in the question of
protection to the American farmer who furnishes for the pulp
and paper mills in our State (and I doubt not in every other
State) a valueless product for any other use, such as poplar,
fir, hemlock, spruce, sapling pine, basswood, chestnut, and 10
or 12 other kinds of wood from their own wood ‘lots, from
which they derive a large amount of revenue., Another great
source of benefit in the interest of conserving our natural re-
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sources is in the improvement of our water powers, where, as
in Maine, more than 50 per cent of all improvements of water
power has been brought about by the erection of pulp and paper
mills in the last 20 years.

Now, to diverge for a moment, I wish to note the cost to man-
ufacture in this country, as compared with the cost in Canada,
to show under the Republican platform what duty this in-
dustry is entitled to for adequate protection. The cost of
wood in 42 mills in the United States that I have examined
delivered at the mill, is $10.32; the cost of wood delivered at
15 Canadian mills is $5.21; so that the difference in cost of
wood per cord between mills in Canada and the United States
is $5.11. It takes a cord and a half of wood on the average to
make a ton of print paper, so that the difference in the cost of
wood between the two countries for a ton of paper is $7.66, and
the difference in the cost of labor on account of the difference
in wages would be $2 more in the American mill on every ton of
paper. Therefore it is plain to be seen that a duty based upon
the difference in the cost of production between the United
States and Canada would be $9.66. The present duty under
the Payne bill is $3.75 if manufactured from wood cut on so-
called free or private lands, so that it is plainly evident that
from the duty imposed there is no cause of complaint on the
part of the Publishers’ Association upon this particular product.
Now, what does this trade agreement attempt to do? It remits
all duties, not only upon printing paper, which is selling to-day
at the American mill for $45 per ton, but the duty on paper
worth $80 per ton, said duty being $10 per ton, giving the
Canadian paper manufacturer who owns the land upon which
he cuts his timber or where he buys the timber on private lands
the right to come into the American market free of duty and
compete with the American manufacturer. How long can the
American manufacturer, if the foregoing statement is true,
continue in the business, except by reducing the price of the
wood or reducing the price of labor in American mills?

If this trade agreement be enacted into law as it now stands,
one of the two conditions must necessarily follow. He must
reduce the cost of material and wages or go out of business.
Now, one thing more, the duty upon Americaf-made pulp or
paper going from the United States to Canada, which is from
15 to 25 per cent, is not affected by this agreement, nor is the
export charge removed from saw logs, so that it is possible,
under the Canadian law, to import the logs, but they must be
manufactured on Canadian soil, and the agreement provides
that rough lumber shall be admitted from Canada free of duty.
This is the unfortunate situation in which we shall find our-
selves in case this so-called reciprocity agreement is enacted
into law. Then, I ask you, Mr. Speaker, if we are not opening
the American market, as T have before said, free, and without
cost or duty to everything that Canada has to sell, and we are
getting nothing in return for our great concessions?

Again, Mr. Speaker, let me say, looking back over the last
two years and more of our National Congress and the general
field of American politics, and seeing the injustice that has
been done the administration of our great and loyal President
and the members of the party sustaining him in Congress, I
can not desist from expressing my indignation over the unjust
treatment, the eriticism, the abuse which we have all received
from the muckraking American press, resulting as it has in the
wide feeling of unrest and disturbance among the American
people so that the Democratic Party has succeeded in return-
ing to this House a majority of Members for the incoming
Congress. I do not regard this so-called landslide as the No-
vember birthday of great statesmen, but, rather, the inning of
demagogues. I wounld not say that good and able men have
not been elected to take some of the places made vacant by
Republican Members, but I will say that, in some instances at
least, the change will not be beneficial to the interests of the
American people nor add glory to the American Congress.

And, gentlemen on the other gide, do not flatter yourselves that
the result was brought about by confidence in the Democratie
Party. The condition of the country shows that. The increas-
ing number of idle men, the standing still or marking time of
our great industries, showing an increasing paralysis and ap-
prehension in our industrial life, the timidity of capitalists, all
are signs proving a want of confidence and a serious appre-
hension as to what you may do. In fact, you are much sur-
prised to find yourselves in your present condition of responsi-
bility and you have no confidence in yourselves to meet the
situation, and your attitude upon all public questions confront-
ing you, so far as the people are admitted to your confidence,
shows conclusively that you approach the duties before you
with fear and trembling. And well you may, if you follow
your party traditions or your party platform in a revision of
the tariff. Tariff for revenue only as a national policy has long

since been an outlawed, exploded theory. We are not living
in the days of Jefferson, Jackson, and Monroe, but are living
in a new age, surrounded by new conditions with a wider and
broader civilization. In the last quarter of a century we have
helped to change the map of the world. By steam and elee-
tricity we have come in close touch with every civilized nation.
By a single touch of the electric button we can feel the indus-
trial and financial pulse of every civilized people on the globe.
We have not only become nearer as States, but by reason of
rapid intercommunication and transportation on sea as well as
land, we are brought in near contact with our friends across
the water, and in more direct and immediate competition with
industrial efforts everywhere. Nations have grown and new
nations have become our competitors in the markets of the
world, and even in our own market. Cheaper labor and pro-
duction are assailing us at all points by land and sea, and
there never was a time in the history of this country when the
protective policy should be watched with more solicitude and
vigilance than to-day to guard the interests of the American
producer and the American wage earner. There never was a
time since that policy was inaugurated in the United States
when duties upon articles produced or manufactured in the
United States should receive higher protection because of the
increase of wages and the better condition of American labor.

It would be well for you, gentlemen on the other side, to re-
member the admonition of your great Democratic leader, uttered
more than a hundred years ago, that the four great pillars upon
which the Republic rested, namely, agriculture, commerce, manu-
factures, and navigation, should be fostered and jealously pro-
tected. If you follow out the dictates of your platform, if you
cover the high seas with the American flag floating from foreign-
built ships, if by your policy contrary to that admonition you
stifle the ship industry on our shores, drive out of business those
men interested in that great industry, who have not only been
patient, long-suffering, and kind, but patriotic, and let the grass
grow in American shipyards, if you reduce the duties on com-
peting productg and manufactures, such goods as we can pro-
duce and manufacture at home, thus depriving the American
producer and laborer of the work that rightfully belongs to
him, you will bring about the unfortunate conditions that ex-
isted under the last Democratic administration. Great problems
are confronting the American people, which must be solved
before the people of this country can reach their highest estate.
We must not forget that we are living under a Government of
law; that we have a Constitution that has stood for 120 years
and more, with its various amendments suited to the changing
growth and development of our country. That Constitution and
amendments must be enforced, and I say to you in all serious-
ness that the time must come when that fraud and fiction of
counting men as American citizens and withholding from them
the privileges of franchise must cease or their representation
must be reduced. Never shall we as a nation come to our own
in the truest sense until we treat all of our citizens with equal
justice, North and South, East and West.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend.
The call discloses the presence of 194 Members—a quorum.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
if the House be in session at 12 o'clock on this legislative day
that all other proceedings be temporarily suspended for the
purpose of pronouncing eulogies on the late Congressman
Browxrow and the late Senator Cray, or if the Committee of
the Whole House be in session it shall informally rise in order
that these eulogies may be pronounced in the House, after
which the House shall resume its sitting without further order,
and that the ordinary appropriate resolutions, not including
the motion to adjourn, may be offered and agreed to, and that
the time occupied in these proceedings shall not exceed—I do.
not know how much time will be required—say, not to exceed
three hours.

Mr. CARLIN. What is the request?

Mr. MANN. That the proceedings under these eulogies shall
not exceed three hours.

Mr. CARLIN. I will ngree, if we can limit the time for gen-
eral debate upon the bill we are now considering.

Mr. MANN. We can not do that. If we go into the Com-
mittee of the Whole, you can do that.

Mr. CARLIN. We are going in now.

Mr. MANN. This is preliminary to such a motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest to
the gentleman from Illinois thaf, under the cirenmstances, the
term “12 o'clock on this legislative day™ may be a little
indefinite.

Mr. MANN. If the House should be in session at 12 o'clock
to-day noon on this legislative day. I do not wish to offer the
proposition if, perchance, the Iouse should adjourn before
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12 o'clock. We are endeavoring not to interfere with the special
order. Still, I do not think it possible.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request preferred by the gentleman from Illinois? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
moves that the House do now adjourn.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes appeared to have it.

On a divigion (demanded by Mr. BENNET of New York) there
were—ayes 24, noes 73.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the point
of order that there is no quorum present.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that
is dilatory.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As a quorum has just been
ascertained in the past few minutes, the Chair sustains that
point of order.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 32767,
on the Private Calendar, and, pending that motion, I move that
general debate on the bill be limited to 35 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
moves that the House do now resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 32767,

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CARLIN. Have we dispensed with proceedings under the
call? Has a motion been made to that effect?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not.

Mr. CARLIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense ywith | Andru

further proceedings under the call.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New
York moves that general debate upon said bill be limited to 35
minutes.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, division.

The House divided, and there were—ayes 78, noes 3.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of
order that there is no quornm present.

Mr. HAY. And I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that
that is dilatory.

Mr. CARLIN. Business has intervened.

Mr. HAY. But it has not been 10 minutes since the Chair
announced a quorum.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will on this occasion
sustain the point of order, and the motion prevails. .

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Law] moves that the
House resolve itself into Commitee of the Whole House for
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 32767.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman to
limit the debate to less than 35 minutes,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Law].

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Division, Mr. Speaker.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 80, noes 1.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make the point
of order that there is not a quorum present.

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the
motion is dilatory.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that on
three different votes a quorum has not been developed. The
Chair, having twice sustained the motion as dilatory, feels that
he must now overrule the point of order, The Chair will count.
[After counting.] There are 132 gentlemen present—not a
quorum.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House do now adjourn.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the
motion is dilatory.

Mr. BENNET of New York. It is a question of the highest
privilege.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point
of order. The guestion is on the motion to adjourn.

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the
noes seemed to have it.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Division, Mr. Speaker.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 81.

So the motion to adjourn was rejected.

Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

Mr. HAY. Mr, Speaker, I call for the regular order.

The SPEHAKER pro tempore. The doors will be closed, and
the Sergeant at Arms will bring in absent Members. Those in
favor of the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr,
Bexxser] will, as their names are called, answer “aye” and
those opposed will answer *“ no,” and the Clerk will call the roll.

Mr. ADAMSON. What is the guestion—that we adjourn
or go into Committee of the Whole?

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, the question is on the motion of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Law] that we go into Com-
mittee of the Whole. The House refused to adjourn.

Mr. ADAMSON. What is the question?

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, on a motion to adjourn,
it is not necessary to have a quorum. The only question on
which a quorum can be called is the motion of the gentleman
%ml New York [Mr. Law] to go into Committee of the

ole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Law], who moves that
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
(H. R. 32767) for the allowance of certain claims reported by
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the acts approved
March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the
Bowman and the Tucker Acts. The Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 156, nays 11,
answered “ present” 32, not voting 186, as follows:

YREAS—106.
Adalr Davidson Hollingsworth Olmsted
Adamson vis Houston Page
Alken Dawson Hugkes, Ga, Parker
Alexander, Mo. Dickinson H'Iiﬁ. Tenn. Pearre
drus Dickson, Miss, Humphreys, Miss. Pratt
Ansherry Dixon, Ind Jamieson P
Anthony Dodds Johnson, S. C. Randell, Tex.
Austin Durey Jones Richardson
Barchfeld Edwards, Ga Kennedy, Ohio Robinson
Kitehin Rodenbe
Bartlett, Ga. ebright Knowland Rucker, alo.
Beall, Tex. Korbly Saunders
Bell, Ga. Fairchild Kiistermann Sharp
Boehne Fassett Latta Sheppard
Booher Ferris Law Bherwood
Boutell Finley Lawrence Sims
grantley %‘%oog, K:'k Ll.ndll;ergh g{em
u 3 i
Burke, 8. Dak. Foﬁt Livel B8mith, Iowa
Butler Foster, IIL Lloy Smith, Tex.
ns Foster, Vt. Loudenslager 8 lghf
Calder Fuller McKinlay, Cal. B ey
Campbell Garner, Pa. MeKinley, I11. Steenerson
Candler Garner,Tex. McKinney Stephens, Tex,
Cantrill Garrett McLachlan, Cal. Swasey
Carl GﬂlesEe Madden Taylor, Ala,
Cary Godw Madison T::L;or, Colo.
Chapman Gordon Maguire, Nebr. Thistl
Clark, Fla. Graff Mann Thomas, Ky.
Cline Guernsey Martin, Colo. Thomas, N. C.
Collier Hamlin Mays Tou Velle
Cooper, Pa Hanna Mitchell Townsend
Cooper, Haugen Moon, Tenn, Turnbull
g Morgan, Okla. Wallace
Cox, Ohlo Heitlin Moss Washburn
Cnﬁg Helm Moxley elsse
Cravens Henry, Tex. Needham Wieckliffe
Crumpacker Nichaolls Willett
Currier Hitcheock Oldfield Wilson, Pa.
NAYS—I11.
Bennet, N. Y. Kendall Snnli-& Thomas, Ohlo
Cassid Reeder Sterling
Dwigihg Roberts Sulloway
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—32.
Alexander, N. ¥, Draper Hubbard, Towa  Pad
Anderson Driscoll, M. B. Hubbard, W. Va. 8herley
Ashbrook Fordney Enapp Simmons
Barnard Goulden K%%% Tawney
Borland Grant M 11 Webb
Burleigh Hardwick Miller, Eans. Weeks .
Clark, Mo. Howell, N. J. Nelson Young, N. Y.
Clayton Howland O'Connell The Speaker
NOT VOTING—186.
Allen Carter Driscoll, D. A. Gill, Md.
Ames Cocks, N. Y. Dupre Gill, Mo.
Barcla Cole Ellerbe Gillett
Bartholdt Conr; Ellis Glass
Bartlett, Nev. Coudrey Elvins Goebel
ates Covington Bstopinal Goldfogle
Bennett, Ky. Cowles Fish Good
Bingham Creager - Fitzgerald Graham, I1L
Bowers Crow Foelker Graham, Pa.
Bradley Cum Fornes Greene
Broussard Dalzell Foss Gmg%
Burke, Pa. Denby Fowler Gries
Burleson Dent Galines Hamer
Burnett Denver Gallagher Hamill
Byrd Diekema Gardner, Mass, Hamilton_
Calderhead Dies Gardner, Mich. Hammond
Capron Douglas Gardner, N. J. Hardy
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F4L 5.
Harrison Langley Morrison Scott
Havens Lee Morse Shackleford |
Hawley Legare Mudd Sheflield
Hayes Lenroot Murdock Slayden
Heald Lindsay Murphy Small
Henry, Conn, Livingston Norris Smith, Cal.
Hill Longworth Nye Smith, Mich.
Hinshaw Loud Olcott Southwick
Hobson Lowden Palmer, A. M. Sparkman
Howard Lundin Palmer, H. W. Sperry
Howell, Utah McCrear, Parsons Stafford
Hu rrhu s il{cgreed ?t fgg"t:gmn Steretg; Minn.
cDermo Sturgi:
ﬁnea, W.Va. McGuire, Okla. Pefers Bl
Towa M.ci[enrg Pickett Talbott
Humphm, ‘Wash. MeLaunghlin, Mich. I‘lumley Taylor, Ohio
James MeMorran Poindexter Tilson
Johnson, Ky. Mncon Pou Underwood
Johnson, Ohio g Pray Volstead
Joyce Martin, 8. Dak. FPrinee Vreeland
Kahn Massey Raine, Wanger
Keifer AMaynard Ransdell, La. Watkins
o
n ] : son.
Klnkaldy Nebr. Mondell Rhinock Wood, N. J.
Kinkead, N. J. Moon, Pa. Riordan Woods, Towa
Kronmiller’ Moore, Pa. Roddenbery Woodyard
Lafean Moore, Tex. Rothermel Young, Mich.
Lamb Morehead Rucker, Mo.
Langham Morgan, Mo. Sabath

So the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. Kopp with Mr. CARTER.

Mr. Smrta of Iowa with Mr. BROUSSARD,

Mr. Hinsgaw with Mr. BURLESON.

Mr. Cowres with Mr. BURNETT.

Mr. CreaGeER with Mr. CuLLop.

Mr. Darzern with Mr. DeENT.

Mr. Foss with Mr. DENVER.

Mr., GarnpxeEr of Massachusetts with Mr. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL.

Mr. GarpNER of New Jersey with Mr. ELLERBE.

Mr. Goop with Mr. FITZGERALD,

Mr. HaMER with Mr. Gramax of Illinois.

Iér. Gramax of Pennsylvania with Mr. GLAss,

Mr. HawLEY with Mr. HauMMoND.

Mr. Haves with Mr. Harpy,

Mr. Hearp with Mr. HaveENs.

Mr. HoweLLn of Utah with Mr. Page.

Mr. Hurr with Mr, Leg.

Mr. HurL of Iowa with Mr. LEGARE.

Mr. HUMPHREY of Wnshington with Mr. MAcoN.

Mr. LAFEAN with Mr.

Mr. LowpEN with Mr. Rmmun.

Mr. LusoiN with Mr. Rucker of Missouri.

Mr. Marey with Mr. WATKINS.

Mr. TawnNEY with Mr. Crark of Missourl.

Mr. Orcorr with Mr. SHACKLEFORD.

Mr. SoutHWICK with Mr. SMALL,

Mr. Starrorp with Mr. UNDERWOOD,

Until 12 o’clock noon, February 20:

Mr. BArNARD with Mr. MoRRISON.

Mr. Core with Mr. ASHBROOK.

Mr. StEvEns of Minnesota with Mr. WEBB.

Until 10 o’clock a. m., February 20:

Mr. LangHaMm with Mr. McHENRY.

Mr. McMogrraN with Mr. RAINEY.

Until 8 o’clock a. m., February 20:

Mr. Pagsons with Mr. CLAYTON.

Until 12 o'clock noon, February 19:

Mr. MoxpeELL with Mr. BoRLAND.

Mr. GreeNE (in favor) with Mr. O'CoNNELL (against).

For this legislative day:

Mr. Dovcras (in favor) with Mr. Howarp (against).

On this bill (elaims) :

Mr. Mmrer of Kansas with Mr. HoBson.

Mr. Waxger (in favor) with Mr. NELsox (against).

On this vote:

Mr. Tizsox with Mr. PADGETT.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. CrArx
of Missouri. I voted “yea,” and I wish to withdraw my vote
and vote “ present.”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House for the further consideration of bills on the Pri-
vate Calendar, with Mr. Currier in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The
House is in Committee of the Whole House for the considera-
tion of bills on the Private Calendar. When the committee rose
at its last session general debate was on, and the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Law] had been recognized for an hour
and had used 35 minutes of the time. Under the order agreed

to in the House, 25 minutes in now to be devoted to general
debate, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New
York for 25 minutes.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Georgia [Mr. EpwaArps].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Eb-
WARDS] is recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, 1 feel somewhat
out of place here on this holy day, and I presume all of the
Members of the House feel very much as I do. Under the

4 parlianmentary status it is true that this is still Friday, but it

is nevertheless Sunday, as the calendar day. It marks a sad
day in the histery of this country when the Congress, the great
lawmaking body of this eountry, has to eneroach upon the
Sabbath to transact the business of the eountry and of the Con-
gress. And to think, Mr. Chalrman and gentlemen, that this is
brought about and caused on account of the filibuster of a few
gentlemen who are not so much opposed to the justice of this
bill, or to the justice of these war claims, as they are in faver
of some other claims, the French spoliation elaims, which were
stricken out of this bill here last night en motion of the gentle-
man from: Illineis [Mr. Mans]. For a while, Mr. Chairman
and gentlemen, I could not help feeling somewhat aggrieved at
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Max~x] on account of the
filibuster that he was conducting, but when it beeame apparent
that the gentleman from Illinois was eondueting a filibuster to
strike from this bill the French spoliation claims and come
aver as our ally and friend, I then saw through the whole plot,
the whole scheme. But, lo and behold, the filibuster was then
taken up on the other side of the House by other gentlemen

| who were pressing the French spoliation claims, and who urge

naught against the fairness and justice of these southern war

claims. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, not only does the fact -

that we are transacting the business of the country on the
Lord’s day mark a sad day in the history of the countiry, but
last night there sat in this gallery a man who was referred to
as a lobbyist in the interest of the Frenech spoliation claims.

And that same man, when the gentleman from North Carolins
[Mr. KrrcHIR] was making his great speeeh against the French
spoliation claims, was seen here almost in the doors of this
Hall trying to slip data and facts into the hands of one of
these gentlemen on the other side whe is aiding in conducting
this filibuster. I ask, What is the connection, if any, between
that man and the gentleman who is aiding in cenducting this
filibuster?

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia. I will

Mr. BENNET of New York. Does the gentleman have any
reference to me?

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia. I do not.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Thank you.

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia. I will tell the gentleman who
I refer to, if he will rise in his place and ask me. I have in
my hand the very book that this man, Mr. Scattérgood, the rep-
resentative of the insurance eompany, had in his hand trying
to sneak it inte the House and into the hands of a gentleman
of this House.

I have the book in my hand, and it was a Democratic Mem-
ber of the House who discevered and erdered away from here
that lobbyist sneaking to the door of this Chamber trying to
send this literature in.

On the floor of this House last night the gentleman from
Kansas [Mr. Camprerr] referred to the southern war claims bhill
as a “pork barrel.” How in the name of God ean the people
of this country respect us if we do not respeet ourselves?

It marks a sad day in the history of this country when the
very Halls of Congress are visited by lobbyists; when we are
compelled to transact the business of the country on the Lord’s
day: and when we are compelled, Mr. Chairman, to see the
will of the majority of the House thwarted by a few gentlemen.
[Applause.]

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, as to the mat-
ter ofthis bill, as to the war elaims, I have always felt that
when a court or a quasi court, such as the Court of Claims
as constituted by the Government, makes findings that Con-
gress ought to respect and follow those findings. During the
six years that I have been here, so far as I can now recol-
lect, I have never voted against a finding of the Court of
Claims. Neither do I think that it is any good reason to
urge against the payment of a claim that has been held just
by a ecourt that it has not before been paid. It seems to me
it is setting up one’s own wrong against a right, and therefore
during the last two days I have been voting with particular
pleasure with the gentlemen on that side who voted almost
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golidly, and with some gentlemen on this side, to consider a bill
whieh contains not only the southern war claims, but which
contains claims for navy-yard overtime for men in Brooklyn,
for men in New Hampshire, for men in Charlestown, and every-
where where there is a navy yard—old soldiers, many of them—
who deserve the payment of the overtime, and I have been one
to sit here for three days to see if I could be of any assistance in
forwarding their interests.

My personal and private impression is that this morning at 3
o'clock the gentleman from Illinois, whose astuteness is a con-
tinual source of pleasure, set a trap for the war-claims gentle-
men in this House, they walked into it, and he snapped it when
they struck out the enacting clause of the Senate bill.

We are now within less than a fortnight of adjournment. In
my judgment no bill except a Senate bill pending in the House
stands a chance of getting through in this session. I agree with
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PPrizce] in the statement
that he made and reiterated last night, that if we wanted these
claims passed we ought to pass the bill as it came from the
Senate with the additions proposed by my colleagne [Mr. Law].
I was for them all. I was for the French spoliation claims.
Why make one rule for one set of claims and another for
another? If the decision of a court is a good thing as a founda-
tion for a war elaim, why is not the decision of a court a good
foundation for a French spoliation claim?

Gentlemen say, * Oh, these claims are old.” What excuse is
that, if we have been remiss in our duty? They say they are
trifling, and yet during the days when those claims accrued
over 2,000 vessels belonging to people on the seacoast from
Maine to New Orleans were destroyed by the French, and the
best minds of the days of Washington, Jefferson, Madison, and
Monroe were taken up with the question of the settlement of
those claims. Trifling, because the people are scattered and the
claims are few? Since when has it become a trifling matter
because a claim was small? I have heard invective in this
House against persons because their means were large, but
never before have I heard it urged as a ground for not paying
an honest debt that the claim was small

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman tell us the amount of
these spoliation claims, and if it includes interest?

Mr. BENNET of New York. It does not include interest. It
does not include any claim due to an incorporated insurance
company. Roughly speaking, the amount is $848,000.

Mr. GOULDEN. One more question, if my colleague will

ield.
x Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly.

Mr. GOULDEN. In what respect do those claims differ, so
far as legality is concerned, from the war claims?

Mr. BENNET of New York. There is no difference whatever
in their legality. In each instance the Court of Claims has
passed on them.

Mr. SWASEY. And found the law as well as the facts.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; and the gentleman from
Maine reminds me that in the case of the French spoliation
claims the court has found the law as well as the facts. Yet
we are asked to pay the southern war claims because a court
found them to be valid.

Now, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CampeerL] said a bill
of this kind of a “ pork barrel.” I think this House ought to
know that in another place where this bill was drawn up, it
was drawn up under stringent rules, which were as follows:

First. In all claims of individuals, to exclude cases where the court
has found inexcusable laches ; this rule not to sp;i‘l{ to churches, schools,
and other corporations and quasl corporations which could not under a
ruling of the Southern Claims Commission present their claims to that
commission.

Second. To allow all claims for use and occupation of real estate and
for stores and supplies, which are not barred by any other rule, where
the court has made specific findings as to the rent (including incidental
d&matge] of such real estate and the value of such stores and supplies.

Third. To allow no claim for the destruction of property (as by acci-
dent, the depredations of soldiers, or military necessity) unless the same
was destroyed to furnish materials for the use of the Army, and then
only for the value of such materials as materials and not for the valune
of the building, if given or included in rent found due; this rule not to
apply to churches, schools, and similar corporations and quasi corpora-
tions where the value of the building destroyed for materials is given.

Fourth, To allow no claim whatever wherein there is a question as
to the loyalty of the claimant as determined by the court.

Fifth. To allow all claims arising from French spoliations as found
by the court, except the claims of assignees and insurance companies.

Sixtlr. To allow no claims other than those bsﬁe&! upon findings of the

* Court of Claims certified prior to January 1, 1

I hope the gentleman will mark that.

Mark you, gentlemen, in order to have a legitimate title to a
French spoliation claim it must be a descendible title. It can not
be the title of an insurance company which had a policy for
which it had received a premium on one of those 2,090 vessels.

Mr. SIMS. Has the gentleman ever known an omnibus war
claims bill to pass Congress that did not have French spoliation
claims on it? :

Mr. BENNET of New York. The service of the gentleman
from New York has been neither so long nor so valuable as that
of the gentleman from Tennessee, and therefore he has no recol-
lection of French spoliation elaims having been enacted into law
since his service here in the House.

Mr. SIMS. If the gentleman will look at the bills he will find
out that he is mistaken. They have been included in every
omnibus bill.

Mr. MANN. Never in the House.

Mr. SIMS. But when it became a law it had French spolia-
tion claims in it.

Mr. MANN, We will make an exception this time,

Mr. BENNET of New York. To continue—

Sixth. To allow no claims other than those based on the findings of
the Court of Clalms certified prior to January 1, 1910.

: Mr.7 GOULDEN. Will my colleague tell us what he is reading
Tom ?

Mr. BENNET of New York. I am reading the rules adopted
by the subcommittee on claims of another body which has to
do with this bill in another stage.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON].

Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, remarks were made last
night during the course of this debate by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. CoLe], in which he in a most kind and complimentary
manner spoke about a vote that I had recently made upon the
floor of the House in behalf of the old Federal and Mexican
veterans. I admit, Mr. Chairman, that that reference by the
gentleman from Ohio to the vote that I cast at that time
touched me most kindly. I have always, as a Confederate
soldier, had the greatest regard and respect for the Federal
veterans, many of whom I met on different battle fields of the
South. My association with them since the close of that great
Civil War has been of the kindest and most friendly character,
and I do not hesitate to say just this morning that, as one of
the few Confederate survivors of that great struggle, I sin-
cerely believe that the Republic should be generous in pro-
viding for the help and maintenance of the Federal veterans,
and that grand old band of Mexican soldiers who need help. I
say, in my position here, that the man who braves the storm
of bullets in battle and the hardships of camp life for his
country is entitled to, and should receive, generous recognition.
In the State of Alabama I am an earnest advocate of the
needy and worthy Confederate soldiers being cared for as
far as the treasury of that State is able to provide for him.
These veterans of the blue and the gray are passing rapidly
away. Quite 36,000 of the veterans of the Federal Army passed
away last year. I see sitting to my right a brave and splendid
Federal soldier, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Snerwoon], a Member on this side of the House. I do not
hesitate to say in this presence this morning that every senti-
ment of friendship, of esteem, and of love of my heart goes
out to him. There are a few of these Federal veterans that
have their seats on the other side of this Chamber. Some of
these brave men I met at Chickamauga, where the man was
truly tested. It was a field of northern and southern blood.
That great struggle, with all of its fire and passion, has passed
from the bosoms and hearts of these veterans of both Armies.
The fact is the trouble we have had in the South since the close
of the war did not come from Federal soldiers but others who
talk much. I stand here this morning an humble representa-
tive, in my opinion, of that magnificent sentiment among the
Confederate soldiers of friendship and love and esteem for
the old Federal soldiers. [Applause.] I thank the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Corg], and I openly here thank him, for what
he said of me.

Surely and certainly no partisanship, no sectionalism prevails
in the heart and the bosom of any man on this floor because
many of these claims that we are discussing now are from the
South and have their origin in the times of the war. The Presi-
dent of the United States, a Republican, urges that these claims
be paid. He says that a longer refusal to pay them is a dis-
credit to the Government of the United States, because a com-
petent court has investigated these cases and pronounced them
valid. I have one case to which I would like to refer in the
presence of this House this morning. I refer to a colored
church that during the war was destroyed. They are close
neighbors of mine, all colored people, belonging to the Primitive
Baptist Church. What does the Court of Claims say in refer-
ence to those people:

During the War of the Rebelllon the military forces of the United
States, ﬁf proper nuthorii{ennd for the use of the Army, took pos-

session of and tore down church bullding of the Primitive Baptist

Church (colored) of Huntsville, Ala., and used the material thereof,
which at the time and place of taking was reasonably worth the sum

of §909.
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th§:e$ms not appear that payment has ever been made for amy part

Is there any gentleman on this floor who for a moment ques-
tions the faet of the loyalty of those colored people? [Ap-
plause.] Since 1884 the elder and members of this church have
written and talked to me about this small pittance to these
needy church people. I have dealt kindly in answering their
inguiries. The district I have the honor to represent has quite
50 of such cases on this bill, earrying with them nearly $£50,000.
Each one of these cases has been fully and fairly investigated by
the Court of Claims. The same facts were established in these
cases relating to the destruction of churches and halls that were
established in the Primitive Baptist Church (colored) of Hunts-
ville, Ala. What, I pray, is the use of a Court of Claims if
Congress refuses to enforce its judgment. Mr. Chairman, I
stand for this bill. These claims now in judgment, by every
instinct of fairness and justice, ought to be paid. I have not
heard the semblance of a substantial excuse during this pro-
tracted filibuster why these claims shall not be paid. [Ap-
plause.]

EULOGIES,

The CHATRMAN. The hour of 12 o'clock noon having ar-
rived, in accordance with an order agreed to in the House, the
committee will now rise informally.
chiihe committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the

T. -

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SBENATOB ALEXANDER STEPHENS CLAY.

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The Chaplain
will offer prayer. 3

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N, Couden, D. D., offered the follow-
ing prayer:

Eternal God, our heavenly Father, we thank Thee for that
moral sense down deep in the hearts of men which inspires ad-
miration and praise for those who have rendered faithful and
efficient service for the public weal and promises the final
triumph of good over evil. We are here to leave on the pages
of history the record of two such men. It is well, since the
work of the faithful points the way for those who shall come
after them, and we bless Thee that the human heart refuses to
believe “ that the soul which breathes through the intellect wis-
dom, through the will virtue, through the affections love,”
passes with the death of the body *into nothingness and dark-
ness forever.”

Grant that those who were bound to the deparied by the
ties of kinship and love may cherish their memory and look
forward with imperishable hope to an immortal realm where
they shall dwell with them forever. And Thine be the praise
through Jesus Christ our Lord., Amen.

The SPEAKER. Under the order the Chair in execution of
the same will recognize the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Lav-
INGSTON].

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which
1 send to the Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentl
lowing resolutions (H. Res.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that o
portunity be given for tribute to the memory of Hon. ALEXAXDER g:
Cray, late a Member of the S8enate from the State of Georgia.

Resolved, That the next adjournment shall be consldered a particular
mark of to the memory of the deceased.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate.

Resolved, That the Clerk send a copy of these resolutions to the
family of the deceased.

The question was taken, and the resolutions were unanimously
agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LiviNe-
sToN] will take the chair.

an from Georgia offers the fol-
2), which the Clerk will report.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, ALEXANDER STEPHENS CLAY,
Iate a Senator of the United States from the State of Georgia,
was one of the State’s most universally respected and best
loved sons.

I do not believe I overstate the facts when I say I know of
no Georgian, alive or dead, at this or any period of the history
of the State, who was more universally loved in life or more
deeply mourned in death.

The people of Georgia loved Senator Cray because he loved
them. They were true to him because he was always true to
them. They *delighted to do him honor™ because they knew
that in doing so they honored themselves.

There were many men in public life who at times made a
more brilliant showing than our late Senator; there were others
who seemed better fashioned *the applause of listening sen-
ates to command,” who dazzled the imagination and filled the

public eye to a greater extent than he, but in capacity for hard,
useful, fruitful work, for constant, continuouns, and unremitting
toil, in devotion to duty and fidelity to the interests of the .
masses of the American people no public man of his times was
his superior, few his equal.

Senator Cray had, magnificently developed, at least three
striking attributes of character without which no man can be
reckoned either really great or truly good; without which the
words of the most brilliant and accomplished orator are “ mere
sound and fury, signifying nothing;” without which there can
be no solidity or permanence of achievement in any walk of life,
public or private.

Tirst. Our late friend was as modest and unassuming as a
gentle and refined woman. He had none of the pomp anhd pride
of place and station about him. He was one of the most
natural and the least egotistical gentleman it has ever been
my good fortune to know. He had absolutely no false pride
elther of opinion or of authorship, and was always ready to
accept the proposition of another whenever that proposition
seemed wiser and better than his own. Any legislator who
broadens out this much and reaches this stage of mental de-
velopment has become possessed of at least one of the real ele-
ments of intrinsic greatness and usefulness in legislative
service. i

Second. Senator Cray had the most practical, if not the only,
form of real genius—capacity for hard work and the willing-
ness to do it, X

Third. He had a great, unselfish, human heart in his breast;
a heart full of deep sympathy for the troubles of others and
keenly responsive to the wail of human suffering whenever and
wherever heard and however weak its whisper; a heart full
of charity, even toward those “ who despitefully used him,” and
overflowing with love and good will to all men.

Coupled with these admirable gqualities of heart, he possessed
hardly less admirable qualities of head. While he never posed
and never sought to make a show, he was a man of splendid
poise, of excellent common sense, and of solid attainments, He
was a hard student, particularly in the latter years of his life,
when I knew him best and was most intimately associated
with him, and he had an extensive range of that most useful
knowledge that is not learned from books or taught in the
schools, but comes from actual knowledge of men and practical
acquaintance with affairs. No man's education is complete
without this post-graduate degree from the great university
of life that had conferred its highest degree on our late Senator.
Withal, he was a careful thinker, a close and accurate reasoner,
and possessed of at least one other striking hall-mark of
greatness—he was mot only personally and politically honest,
but he was also intellectually honest to the core. .

From peverty and through adversity he came, working his
way upward in genial, friendly, and admirable fashion. Living
and working in the clear light and bright sunshine of the
Almighty, both his heart and life were filled with that light
and sunshine. Fidelity to duty, both in public life and private
station, was the watchword of his career. As son, as husband,
ag father, and as friend he was incomparable and unimpeach-
able.

Mr. Speaker, this man’s simple, honest, up-hill life; his
steady and unbroken ascent to high place; his absolute fidelity
to the interests of the people, who knew him, loved him, and
trusted him; his remarkable capacity for making and holding
friends; his capacity for hard work and his willingness to do
it; his long, honorable, and useful career both in Georgia and
in the Senate of the United States; his untimely death, hastened
without doubt by his firm refusal to leave his post of duty at
the last session of this Congress to recuperate his failing
health; his bier, covered with the beautiful flowers that at-
tested the love of a great people, and wet with the tears that were
eloquent of their grief, all make up a lesson I can never for-
get—a lesson that every American youth ought to learn—a
lesson of high purpose and consecrated devotion to duty. As
I pass in swift mental review over the life and career of
my dear, dead friend, T see him a struggling youth, of poor
but honest parentage; born with no silver spoon in his mouth,
but with a God-given determination in his heart to make some-
thing of himself and to be of service to his fellows; I can
see him struggling through as much schooling and as careful
preparation for the practice of law as his scanty self-earned
means would permit; I can see him as a struggling young
lawyer facing his older and more experienced brethren at the
bar with that innate modesty and diffidence that was ever one
of his chiefest charms, but with final and deserved success.

I ean see him when he first came to our legislature, at an
early age, as the representative of his dearly loved county of
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Cobb; I can see his influence and power as a member of the
legislature broadening and growing as his genial, open nature
won him friends and as his strong and trustworthy character
grew upon his associates and the public. I can see him soon
elevated to the speakership of the house of representatives of
our general assembly. I see him soon transferred, by the vote
of his own loving people, who never denied him aught or gave
him grudgingly, from the lower to the upper house, there to
retain his preeminence as president of the senate. I next see
him State chairman of the Democratic Party of Georgia, lead-
ing its hosts with gallantry, dash, and splendid success in the
only real party contest the State has known since the days
of reconstruction. I can see him reaping at an early age the
highest political reward his State and party could bestow,
when in 1896 he became United States Senator from Georgia.
I can see him as he stands before the legislature that has
honored him, the cynosure of every eye, honored and beloved
of the people; and I can hear his voice ring out in modest pro-
test that he doubts his ability to worthily wear the high honor
his friends have given him, but in earnest promise to dedi-
cate himself to duty and to unremitting toil for the people—
a diffidence that the event has shown to be entirely unfounded,
and yet one that did credit to his heart and character, and a
promise that he religiously kept through all the remainder of
his days.

I see him, a Senator of the United States, wearing worthily
the honor and maintaining without effort the dignity of his
office, and yet remaining plain, honest, unaffected, modest,
genial “ SteEvE " CrAy to his friends, always; I see him un-
spoiled by place and as attentive to the wishes of his humblest
constituent as to those of his mightiest; I see him winning the
love of the entire Senate and of all the Members of this body
who had the good fortune to come in contact with his open,

genial, friendly, modest nature; I see him winning and re-

taining the respect and high opinion of the Senate and the
country by his industry and his honesty, his fidelity to duty and
his sterling common sense, by his earnestness and sincerity,
and by his lack of all cant and pose.

I can see him during the very last span of his life in Georgia,
standing manfully and openly by his conception of the State's
honor and interest, without regard to or fear of any possible
consequences to himself. I can see him, in this last political
battle of his career, as broken in health but unbroken in spirit
he unfurled his battle flag to Georgia’s breezes, and disdained
to trim his sails to catch what seemed to be the passing
breeze; I can see him when he was bright and clear of eye,
robust in health, and exuberant in spirits; and I can see him
when the fateful hand of disease and suffering was laid heavily
upon him.

I can see him as he stood in the historic Chamber of the
mightiest legislative body on earth, battling with all the cour-
age of an olden knight for the cause of the poor and the op-
pressed, and I can see him at his fireside, the center of a de-
voted family ecircle, the pride of aged parents, the strong staff
upon which leaned a loving and devoted wife, the idol and
companion of his children; I can see him when he was the
very embodiment of life, an intensely human, an altogether
lovable figure, a man with a host of devoted friends, with
strong beliefs, with earnest convictions, with unfaltering pur-
pose, with unimpeachable honesty; and I can see him as he
lay cold in death in his beloved Marietta home, surrounded by
his loved ones, mourned by his friends, lamented by a great
State and country, with his earthly work done, and well done—
an honest man gone home to meet his God and to receive his
reward.

His like we will not soon see again. Peace to his ashes,
honor to his memory. Fortunate, indeed, will each of us be, if,
when the final summons comes, the friend who says the last
words over our remains may be able to truthfully pronounce
the eulogy I now pronounce over my dear friend—those who
knew him best loved him most,

Mr. BURGESS, Mr. Speaker, Georgia has furnished many
brilliant and able men to the service of the Republie, but in
my judgment she has furnished no better man than he to
whose memory we now pay respect.

Arrxanper STEPHENS Cray did not serve in the House, and
only those Members who came in contact with him knew the
real werth of the man. I lived for some years at the same
hotel with him and knew him intimately, and I respected him
and loved him as perhaps I respect and love no other citizen
except in my own State.

I found him a faithful friend, a man whom anybody could
meet on equal terms, a man without guile, a man without

blemish, a man in the very best sense of the term. As the
speaker who has just preceded me has said, if he had one dis-
tinguishing characteristic that made him stand out above his
fellowmen, it was his loyalty not only to his friends but to
every consideration that was impelled by conscience.

Loyalty to friends is a great and rare trait, but loyalty to
conscience rises above even loyalty to friends., He was a man
in whose bosom lurked not the shadow of a lie. He knew noth-
ing but the truth, and he worshipped it all his days. Know-
ing him and loving him as I did, it is not surprising to me that
he was universally loved in his own State. It could not be
otherwise, because to be thrown in contact with him was to
love him; to know him was to realize his worth.

He has gone, and happy will be the man of whom, when he
comes to go, it can be said, as it is truthfully said of Cray, he
fought a good figsht, he finished his course, he kept the faith,
and henceforth there is laid up for him a crown of righteouns-
ness in a better world.

Cray believed profoundly in God, and I am not ashamed to
proclaim in this presence my faith in God. Looking out
through the misty future, I hope te see the day when I shall
meet again with this friend who has departed in a better world
than this.

After all, life is but a breath. After all, life is but a mo-
ment, and we are gone. Happy is the man of whom it may
be said that when his

Summons come to join
The innumerable caravan which moves
To that mysterious realm where each shall take
His chamber in the silent halls of death,
Thou go not, like the quarry slave at night,
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed
an unfaltering trust, approach tt]tl_}vs grave

B
Lfke one that wraps the drapery of couch
About him and lies down to pleasant dreams.

He has gone. We call it death. Ah, Mr. Speaker, there is
no death. Beyond this life he lives, and his life and the life
of all such is a pledge of a future life for all men.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, my acquaintance with
Senator Cray commenced when I entered Congress in 1900.
Our rooms at the hotel adjoined each other, and our daily in-
tercourse was most intimate and continued so to the day of his
death. In these cordial relations of friendship between us I dis-
covered that the love of truth and simple and plain honesty
and justice in all the affairs of life predominated in his charac-
ter. The reputation of no public man that I have ever met was
built more certainly and firmly on these ennobling features of
his life—truth, honesty, and love of justice—than that of ArLex-
ANDER STEPHENS Cray. He was not what the world called a
brilliant genius, a great and electrifying orator. Nor did he
ever essay to fill such a role, but he was eminently an Ameri-
can statesman, possessed of an unerring judgment, a fidelity to
duty, and a practical knowledge that made him an invaluable
public¢ servant. Senator Cray was a grateful man. He loved
the kindnesses and courtesies that his friends so lavishly ex-
tended to him. But, Mr. Chairman, as much as anyone I ever met
he esteemed, loved, and cherished the honors that the people of
Georgia had conferred upon him, and for them, and with that
splendid spirit, he 'labored in and out of season with a per-
sistence and fidelity in the pursuit of their interests that made
him one of the most successful Members of the United States
Senate. In his vocabulary duty was the great headlight of his
life. As he saw his duty, thus he performed it boldly, con-
scientiously, and with a courtesy and kindness that endeared
him to those who might differ with him. In his composition
there was a marked absence of the petty envies and jealousies
that so often blur and mark the intercourse of public men.
Senator Cray loved his fellow man. It was a joy to his heart
not only to see but to help his fellow man advance in the
honors of life and in the acquisition of blessings that men
struggle for. He was a tender and kind hearted man.

To others of his own State of Georgia it is more appropriate
than for me to note and refer to the various positions of trust
and honor that the people of Georgia so generously, over a span
of years, conferred on him. I only can speak of Senator Cray
as I knew him as a Senator. Senator CrLaY's life, his success,
is a wonderful tribute to the spirit and glory of our repub-
lican institutions. From the humble walks of life he came,
but its natural obstacles, its serious hindrances and discourage-
ments, could not deter or divert his invincible spirit. The
goal of life was before him; the institutions of his country
opened the avenues to him and every man for a fair struggle for
success. Success—Iliberal success—was the reward of his life
in all his efforts. He died at an early age, but the record of
what he accomplished is the highest and best testimony of his
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useful life, and is justly the heritage of the great people of
Georgia, who feelingly mourn his untimely death.

Mr. Speaker, sometimes it is unjustly said that the lives
of public men are so engrossed in their public duties that the
sacred ties of home with its endearments are more or less be-
numbed, and that the music of home is not so sweet as it once
was. It was not so of Senator Cray. In my intimacy with
him during the frequent private conversations I have had with
him when his wife and children were absent, I recall now with
what tender pathos he would speak of his home—the true happi-
ness that dwelt there. He would pass in affectionate review
each member of his loved family circle and would always
close the conversation: “I am so anxious to go home.” Mr,
Chairman, it has been said that a happy, contented home is a
simple prototype of the mansion that God has prepared for
those ITe loves. Senator CrAy was a pure and guileless man—a
great man in its true American acceptation—and his life; his
example, his works, are worthy of earnest imitation.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Speaker, it is most appropriate that this
day be set aside for the strewing of flowers and garlands to the
memory of the late Senator ALExANDER STEPHENS CrLAY, of
Georgia.

Although he is no longer with us, the memory of his life,
the spirit of integrity and devotion which dominated his actions,
comes to us to-day, a testimonial to the true worth of the man.
This is an appropriate time, indeed, for those who knew him
best to pay tribute to the sterling character of the man, his
high purpose and noble ideals.

To those who knew him best and shared the closest intima-
cies of his friendship Senator Cray was the lovable man. He
was the man who loved best to have his friends about him and
enjoy the sweet intercourse of friendship. Possessed as be was
of a rare kindliness of heart and a broad humanity, his view of
life was always charitable and optimistic. This quality of

. benevolence of heart endeared him to all who knew him. The
friendships he made were enduring.

His loyalty and devotion to his friends tmder any and all
circumstances was a marked characteristic of the man. Hav-
ing sprung from the people, realizing in his early experiences
struggles of life, he loved them and they in turn loved him.
Coming from the people, he understood their wants and he
strongly reflected in his public career the feeling, sentiment,
and thought of his State on publiec questions. In a true sense
he was their representative. He enjoyed a merited popularity,
and the cause of it was found in the fact that his people thor-
oughly believed in him and had the utmost confidence in his
honesty, integrity, and sincerity.

In all of Senator Crax's public utterances there rings the
clear, true note of high purpose and lofty ideals. He was ever
the defender of the people, following his sense of duty as it
appeared to him. He denounced wrongdoing and upheld right
conduct in public affairs and legislation with an ability, an
ardor, and fervency of spirit worthy any patriot or statesman.
While he was not slow to denounce with clarion voice evil as
he saw it, his eloquence was never wanting to defend the right,
to uphold the good.

This clear-headed, right-minded, and ardent statesman of the
South, this advocate of the people, uttered no false note. There
was no hesitancy as to the course he was to pursue. Having
a clear vision and high purpose, he was swift to decide on his
course of action. While a partisan in politics, in thought and
in purpose he was an independent. His devotion to party never
dimmed his vision for the highest public service. His inde-
pendence of thought continually asserted itself and made its
impress upon publie legislation.

During his distinguished services in the United States Senate,
dating from 1896 up to the time of his death, gréat economic
problems confronted ithe Nation. With these questions he was
brought face to face. It was a period in which much of national
legislation was directed toward the problems of transportation,
commerce and industries,

It was a period in which there was a marked diversity of
opinion as to the proper methods of dealing with these fin-
portant questions. Senator Cray brought to the discussion of
these problems a high sense of duty and an earnest and patriotic
desire to accomplish the right.

It was in this connection that his independence of thought
and action was of special value in the securing of legislation of
an important nature. In the final analysis it will be found, I
venture to say, that this southern statesman has contributed
his share toward the enactment of legislation of a beneficial
character.

He was an indef&ti"able worker. Here again, we find his
sense of duty asserting itself in long hours of toil and constant

attention to public duties. Time and time again friends advised
him to take needed rest, which he refused to do, so devoted was
he to his constituency and Nation. Here was a man loyal to
his trust.

Having been born and raised in the South, he believed in the
South and her future. Although he grew up amid the traditions
as well as the sad ruins of the Old South, yet in a true sense he
belonged to the New South, with all of her hopes and aspira-
tions. He typified to a remarkable degree that aspiration, self-
assertion, and restless energy which is now taking possession of
herdpeople and which will eventunlly make of this section a new
lan

Senator CrAy was democratic in the true sense of the word.
He was ever close to his people and they confided in him. It
can be truly be said that he knew of no allegiance save his al-
legiance to duty. In him the people found a tried, trusted
servant, who would betray no confidence and would not be
turned from the straight path of duty. His State and Nation
lost a valuable servant, his people a friend.

His loss is, indeed, a personal one. It was my privilege to
know him intimately, and I eame to appreciate and to hold in
high esteem his friendship. The hours spent with him will be
treasured for the kind memories they bring. His geniality, his
high and lofty spirit, his unswerving devotion to duty, his recti-
tude of purpose, will ever be a source of inspiration.

In all my acquaintance the truth of the maxim that
an honest man is the noblest work of God was never more
éully exemplifiéed than in the life and character of Senator

LAY,

Mr. BRANTLEY. ArexanpeEr SteEPHENS Cray was not an
ordinary man. He had all the qualities of mind and heart and
body that go to make a leader among men. In the hush follow-
ing upon the startling announcement of his death last November
it was only too sadly realized that a great man among us had
fallen, and in the hearts of his people there was erected that
day “the broken column,” emblematic and commemorative of
the towering figure that had passed out of their lives, but whose
meinory would always remain.

No man can carve his way from obscure privation to a seat
in the Senate of the United States, and hold it against all
comers for two succeeding terms, unless there is in him some-
thing more of determination, of character, and of power than
is given to the average man. Not only did Senator Cray do
this, but the end of his brilliant career to State and Nation
was not in sight when a Divine Providence commanded that he
lay aside all earthly labors and honors and enter upon his
eternal rest. We of the House have set apart this day upon
which to pay some fitting tribute to his excellent worth and
to voice the esteem and affection in which we held him and
the sorrow that is ours over his passing away. It is difficult
for those of us who knew him and loved him in Georgia, as
well as here, to properly and fully express the greatness of the
loss we feel. Its magnitude, personally, socially, politically,
and in every other way is too overwhelming to find expression
in any words that are at our command. I look back upon the
years since I first knew him, and more than half the life that
I have lived is unrolled before me, and his entire public career
comes back into view, I see him a new member of the Georgia
House of Representatives from the county of Cobb, and hear
again the clear ringing notes of his clarion voice as he made
his first speech. I see him, successively, speaker of that body,
dignified, courteous, and prompt; president of the Georgia
Senate, gracing that station; chairman of the State Democratic
executive committee, meeting all the requirements of that
position; and a United States Senator from Georgia, living
up to the best traditions of that august body. I knew him in
all these relations, and now, with the light of his life extin-
guished and naught remaining of him save his imperishable
record and undying memory, I can truly say of him that from
the day of his entrance into public life until the hour when he
forever laid down its burdens he was the true servant of the
people. In my service here and at home I have known no
man in the public service who more than he unreservedly con-
secrated his time, his thoughts, and his talents to the duties of
hig official station.

He bore in part a name illustrious in Georgia, and bore it
so well that new luster and fame has been given to that name,

In Statuary Hall in this Capitol there has been erected no
statue in honor of the great Btate of Georgia, but some day
one of the figures that will there appear will be that of Alex-
ander H. Stephens, Georgia's great commoner. This Hall has
rung with his eloquence, and his impress is here, and in the
archives of this Government, as it is in Georgia and the South,
His illustrious name was borne by Senator Cray,
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What influence, if any, this name had upon the shaping of
his life it is not for me to speculate upon, but this I know, that,
like the great commoner, Alexander H. Stephens, the heart of
ALEXANDER STEPHENS CLAY was ever with the toiling, struggling
masses, and his hand was ever extended for their uplifting.

His life's record has been made up. There is naught we can
add to it or take from it. That record, as it is written, shows
that Senator CrAy ever and always stood erect, free, and un-
shackled to voice the sentiments, the hopes, and aspirations of
the great body of the people, who looked to him with unfailing
trust as their spokesman and leader. Wealth, nor power, nor
influence could swerve him from the straight path of duty, nor
did he ever stoop to mislead or deceive.

Cruel and wicked assaults upon the purity of his motives and
the honesty of his purposes are perils to which every public
man is exposed. Such perils are minimized and discounted by
such a life as Senator Cray gave to the world. His upright
character, his lofty integrity, and his unflinching and unfalter-
ing devotion to duty make the answer to those who for pecu-
niary or selfish ends would undermine and destroy the con-
fidence of the people in the men selected to serve them. Senator
Cray accepted public office as a public trust. Duty was his
watchword, and I speak within the confines of a well-considered
opinion when I say that his devotion to duty, as he understood
and conceived it, hastened the coming of his untimely end.

When stricken with failing health and sore disease, friends
urged upon him that he forget for the time being the cares and
responsibilities of his office and, with a mind centered only
upon regaining health and strength, seek some quiet and obscure
retreat and try to woo back his failing powers. These appeals
he turned aside, waiting an opportunity when duty did not
conflict with health. It may be that he did not realize the
seriousness of his condition, or how close a neighbor the black
angel of death had become; or it may be that he knew these
things and yet dared remain at the post of duty. Be this as it
may, he tarried at the post too long, and paid the penalty. He
died a martyr to duty.

The allotted life of man was denied him, and at the age of
57, when he should have been in the full vigor of a strong inan-
hood, he was cut down. We stand aghast at the tragedy of
life and death, as thus revealed, and we moralize upon the
vanity and futility of human life, as we know it, but in the life
of Senator Cray the lesson comes home to us that such a life is
worth the living. It was a clean life—clean and pure and hon-
est. It was a life inspired by high ideals and sustained by an
unfaltering faith in the love and wisdom of a Divine Creator.
Such a life illumines the pathway for struggling humanity, and
for those who are weaker, points the goal of snccess in life and
in death that can be reached with a little more courage and a
little more effort and purpose. When all has been said and
done, it still remains that the most any man can do i8 to do his

duty as God gives him the power to see it, and so it can be said |

of Senator Cray, that he did the most that any man could do.

candid habits of thought and speech and act that ever charac-
terized him in private life. His life in public and private was
an open book, to be read by all men. There was in him nothing
of subterfuge or deceit or strategy. What he was he was, and
what he thought he said. All men did not at all times agree
with all he thought, but none questioned his sincerity, and all

admired his candor, even as they did the courage of conviction |,

that was his. It is no small feat for a man to live in the white
light of publicity for more than a quarter of a century and have
no stain or blot npon his name ever discovered or suspected.
This was the feat of him whose memory we to-day honor, and
in honoring which we honor ourselves. .
Senator Cray won a high place in the councils of the Nation.
His opinions were respected, his advice was always heard and
oftentimes heeded. He more than maintained himself in what
is popularly called the greatest legislative body on earth. His
standing there was secure and his influence felt. His colleagues
in the body where he served, as in this, admired, respected,
trusted, and loved him. What more can be sald of any man's
service? But marked as was Senator Cray's success here, his
greatest success was in winning and holding throughout the
vears the confidence and love of the people who so signally
honored him. With them his death was a great personal be-
reavement. Senator Cray has passed into the great beyond,

which passing is lamented beyond expression, but it is “ Steve " |

Cray, the man, whom his people miss and mourn. They loved
him, not because he was a Senator, but because he was a true
and trusted friend, a loyal and unselfish neighbor, a gentle but
courageous man. It was because they loved him that they made
him a Senator. I voice their sentiments when I say that in his
death Georgia mourns the loss of one of her great sons, great

because he was a manly man, great because on merit alone he
won and held high place and in it always did his duty, great
because he loved his God, his country, and his fellow man. He
came, he was, and now he is no more. We rejoice that he came
and that we knew him; we mourn because in this life we shall
know him no more, nor soon upon his like look again.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the death of Senator Cray
was a sad blow to his friends and a great loss to his country.
His lingering illness filled us with apprehension and prepared
our minds in some measure to expect the announcement of
the end, but our estimate of his worth was by no means de-
creased thereby, nor our sorrow diminished. He bore his long
illness with a faith and fortitude surpassing heroism and no-
where equaled outside of the life trials and triumphs of a Chris-
tian. Physical courage may animate and sustain the hero to
rush upcn the enemy and brave danger in the shock of battle,
scorning carnage and death raging round, in reality being stimu-
lated thereby to greater and loftier daring. Far differeift is
the case of the sufferer lingering for years under the ravages
of wasting disease, knowing he can never recover, but con-
scious that his end is near. With full knowledge he looks the
monster in the face and defies him to do his worst, realizing
that duty well done, with obedience and faith in Him who
triumphed over death for us all, will set at nought the dread
power of the fell reaper. Senator.Cray knew for two years
that his health was irrevocably gone and that his days were
numbered, yet he continued cheerful and genial. Though his
friends importuned him to suspend work and prolong his life
by rest and treatment, he steadfastly refused and continued to
work. He said that his constituents had honored and trusted
him, and he must continue to serve them as long as his strength
permitted ; that if death must needs come it should find him at
his post of duty, and nothing else should remove him therefrom.
He literally worked for his people, even down to the hour and
article of his death.

Senator Cray’s sickness and death presented a nobler spec-
tacle even than that prophesied by the sublime poet, who saw—

“The last of human mold

That shall Creation’s death behold.”

“Amid the wreck of matter and the crash of worlds "
The Spectacular last * lone one stood

With dauntless words and high,”

And bade the dying sun, fading

Into universal truction and gloom,

“ Go tell the night that hides thy face

Thou sawest the last of Adam's race

On earth's ;g?ulchrﬂl clod

The dy verse defy to quench his immorta
Or shnkL:ghls trust In od."qu lity

How different the case of Senator Cray. Racked with pain,
prostrated by an incurable affliction, communing only with him-
self and his God, unstimulated by spectacular phenomena or
sublime and terrific events, he, patient and uncomplaining,

| conducted his private domestic affairs, directed his official busi-
He brought into his publie life the same sincere, open, and |

ness, responded to the demands of his constituents, all the
while surely, rapidly, and consciously approaching his dissolu-
tion, yet, relying on his Maker and his Saviour, he answered
his summons without a tremor or a fear, and calmly laid his
feeble, wasted body down to rest, while his spirit, freed from
pain and care, soared to realms on high to receive the glorious
reward of the brave and the faithful.

I knew Senator Cray longer and better than did any other
Representative or Senator. Our friendship, genuine and un-
interrupted for more than 33 years, did not depend upon any
accident of fortune, nor was it ever affected by any exigency of
politics. Usually we agreed, but when we occasionally differed
he manifested his accurate understanding of the American prin-
ciple of political liberty by entertaining his own opinion with-
out protest, anger, or attempted proscription if his comrades
should act upon their own judgments. That is a rare quality,
professed much oftener than it is practiced. Senator CrLay
fully exemplified the doctrine in practice. If, like him, we
could all realize and show forth the doctrine that liberty of
opinion means that we can all think as we please though we
differ in conclusion and action, conditions and feelings would
be much improved. A man who asserts his own liberty of opin-
ion, with the reservation or assertion that his neighbor must
agree or be proscribed, denies his own freedom and impeaches
his own manhood rather than that of his neighbor. If one is
free, all are free, and all may think and all may differ, yet all
be true American patriots striving for the same end—true prin-
ciples and good citizenship.

I first met ALEXANDER STEPHENS Cray at Douglas superior
court in 1877, soon after we had both been admitted to the bar.
We were both young, hopeful, and poor. ** Fellow-feeling made us
wondrous kind.” We had no idea of ever going to Congress,
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We did believe, however, that we could make as good lawyers
as some of those we saw making a living at the practice, and
we tried our best., Conditions were such that we could not
avoid participating in pelities, but not to an extent that inter-
fered with our practice of law, though he did in turn become a
member of both branches of the legislature and presided over
both with great credit, afterwards serving as chairman of the
Democratic State committee. Twenty years after our admis-
sion to the bar we both came to Congress, he to the Senate and
I to the House. Our friendship of 20 years was not terminated
thereby, but became more intimate and intense. He was, in
the full 'sense of the word, a working Senator. He made few
long speeches, but many long friendships. He so ingratiated
himself into the favor of his associate Senators that he could
accomplish as much of a personal, local, or nonpartisan nature
as any other Senator, if not more. He was always ready to
work and would resll}ond with alacrity to any call of duty, night
or day. He loved his friends and very few acquaintances were
not his friends. If I had no other evidence of his goodness
here and his acceptance on high than his love for his fellow-
man, I would feel warranted in believing that his disembodied
gpirit passed from suffering and love of his fellow mortals
below to the glory and comradeship of the blessed above. We
are taught that our love for the brethren is sufficient evidence
that we have passed from death unto life.

If a man saith T love God, and hateth his brother, he is a liar; for he
that loveth not his brother whom he hath seen, how can he love God
whom he hath not seen? N

Whosoever shall give to drink unto one of these little ones a enp of
cold water only in the name of a disciple, verily I say unio you, he

shall in nowlse lose his reward.

Senator Cray did more than give a cup of cold water to the
thirsty little one. He gave overflowing cups of joy to all who
knew him. * Verily he went about doing good.”

As an American statesman he left an enviable record. True
to his oath and to the people, he would have been true to the
people without the oath, He never sanctioned oppression, nor
did he ever consent to “ grind the face of the poor” by speech
or vote. He never helped to entrone might or enrich class to
the oppression of the weak or the robbery of the masses. He
never aided in enacting class legislation to enable a few to ex-
ploit the many, nor to establish unequal laws permitting men to
grow rich by compelling their neighbors to pay extortionate
prices. He lived and loved the doctrine that opportunity should
be left as free and equal as natural conditions would permit,
and that legislation should never increase inequality for the
benefit of special interests to the detriment and impoverishment
of the general public. His record was true to the Constitution,

. the welfare of the people, and the cause of righteousness. I
offer this simple tribute to the memory of a model husband,
provident father, affectionate, dutiful son, good friend, true
patriot, able statesman, and Christian gentleman, not in the
spirit and vernacular of laudation, but in the langnage and
fervor of true friendship, prompted by a heart that loved and
honored him in life and now after his deatll proudly commends
his life and record to the youth of the land as furnishing an
object lesson for study and encouragement and an example
worthy of imitation.

Mr. HUGHER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it was my pleasure
and joy to have known Senator Cray from his vigorous young
manhood to the close of his illustrious life. This friendship
grew and increased with the passing years. He knew I loved

fm.

This genial gentleman, whose genius won for him a place
among the foremost statesmen of his day, came from that sturdy
stock of southern yeomanry who defy all obstacles in the pur-
suit of laudable ambition. The father and mother of this kind,
noble, and lovable son still live to revere his memory and to
look back over his life, which has been a beacon light in every
hour of their lives. His father was a small farmer, accus-
tomed to the ax, plow, and hoe. Together with his wife, who
was as gentle as industrious, he faced the stern realities of
farm life throughout the darkest days of Georgia’s rehabilita-
tion, when want, devastation, and sorrow hovered over the
Southland, so impending that hope was deferred and despair
caused many a weary soul to yield to the seemingly inevitable
and sink into an untimely grave. Not so with the elder Clay.
He met every storm in the vicissitudes of life with rigid de-
termination, never despairing, determined to conquer for wife,
children, and country. The mother was, indeed, his helpmeet,
for it was she who radiated light through every cloud, bright-
ening the rugged pathway of their lives as they moved onward
and upward to comparative independence and comfort in a
modest country home.

Such were the father and mother of Steve Cray, who rose to
illumine the life of his parents and honor his country with his
goodness and greatness.

Senator Cray was born and reared on a farm, receiving his
early education in the country schools and between the plow
handles. He was ever willing to labor with his father in
building up the home, and as he grew his dream was to lessen
every burden of father and mother. As he could be spared
from the farm he was sent to the near-by schools, for his parents
were determined to lay the foundation upon which he could
build a higher education through his own efforts, a wise pro-
vision of which he took advantage later in life.

By indefatigable energy and determination Mr. CrAY won in
the great battles of life, leaving an object lesson to every de-
termined boy which inspires regardless of poverty and adverse
surroundings. :

Having performed every kind of farm labor, young CrAY
knew the meaning of hard work, economy, and sacrifice. His
struggle on the farm implanted in his very soul the fact that .
diligent labor was the factor which pointed to success in any -
field which he might enter, and his success in his first work on
the farm aroused a desire for greater achievements and broader
fields, While still a young man, and just after he had gradu-
ated from Hiawassee College, he taught school and studied law
during his leisure moments, being admitted to the bar in 1877.
His earnestness, his application, his devotion to duty in this pro-
fession not only attracted attention but clients, and the young
attorney rapidly attained a position of prominence in the State
as one of its ablest lawyers. In this profession he won
distinction.

He entered politics with the same zeal that characterized his
progress and successful attainments on the farm and at the bar.
After a short service in the House of Representatives of Georgia,
he was elected speaker of that body, stamping himself as a
master of parliamentary law; and his adherence to justice in
his rulings increased his popularity, the popularity that had
made him a great favorite and a leader in Georgia politics. He
left the house to accept a term in the State senate, and served
with great distinetion as its president, displaying his same won-
derful knowledge of parliamentary practice and procedure. At
this time it was predicted that he would, ere long, occupy the
gubernatorial chair, but, instead, he was soon elected to the
United States Senate, in which body he was conspicuous; and
his service there so endeared him to the people of his native
State that he was elected to the second and third terms without
opposition, Mr. CLAY'Ss political life was unfarnished; he was
frue to principle and there was no power which could swerve
him from it. His life is emblematic of all that is pure and
noble, a heritage more precious than gold, which is handed
down to the young men of Georgia and of this Union as an
example worthy of emulation, as a star of hope to those striving ~
for success, honor, and renown.

Senator Cray was filled with faith, hope, and charity. He
had faith in his God, his couniry, and his fellow man, and that
faith was made more beautiful by hope, which was as bright as
the midday sun, dispelling every passing cloud, radiating its
glory to his fellow man, leaving inspiration wheresoever the
rays might fall. But his greatest trait was charity, which made
him good as well as great. It permeated his every purpose in
life. He saw the good in mankind, and under his cheering smile
and heartfelt encouragement many have overcome great ob-
stacles and conquered despair.

He was firm as Gibraltar in his convictions, which were only
reached after careful and painstaking investigation. He was
immovable when he felt he was rightt He was broad and
readily recognized the rights of others, even though they were
opposed to his interest. He was powerful in debate and spoke
with the force of a logician—so often destructive to his oppo-
nents. He used argument, not coercion. He was as persuasive
as he was logical and never left a sear intentionally. His lan-
guage was never of doubtful construction, but he did not sting
with invective in order to place in the Recorp remarks at-
tractive only for vitriolic effect—so common to many whose
leading traits in speaking are bitterness, instead of logic tem-
pered with justice, the weapon of a statesman in debate.

He knew, regardless of all the nobility and goodness in man,
that still he was not perfect; that it was not given to human
beings to be without faults. But he looked upon these faults
with a loving and forgiving heart, and it was his wont to mini-
mize them.

There was never a new Member of the House who, when he
met Senator Cray, was not drawn to and attracted by him. He
realized that which has not occurred to some Members, that
new representatives deserved consideration and aid instead of
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indifference when entering upon their new duties. Older: Mem-
bers are prone to forget that their knowledge was largely
acquired through the school of experience, and do not lend &
helping hand to new Members. But it was not so with Senator
Cray. One of his greatest pleasures was to lend a helping hand,
and his kind heart weuld canse him to go to the rescue of a
friend long before his aid was asked.

Such a man, whether born in a mansion or humble cottage,
lives great and dies great. Such a man was Cray.

In his home life *“beauty walked hand in hand with duty.™
He was ever a dutiful son, an indulgent, loving father, a faith-
ful husband.

I attended the Iast =ad rites paid to this distinguished
Georgian at Marietta, Ga., hig home, where he was known best
and loved most. Here his friends gathered, sharing the grief
of his loved ones as he was placed in his last earthly resting
place, amid wreaths of flowers. These emblems of purity were
tokens of love and the tears in every eye were the response of
bleeding hearts.

Mr. BELL of Georgin. Mr. Speaker, it was my privilege and
pleasure to have been personally acquainted with the Iate Sena-
tor ALExaNDER 8. Cray, of Georgia. Since my first knowledge of
him I was convinced that he possessed many noble virtues and
characteristics, and during my acquaintance with him, coveringa
period of more than 20 years, nothing ever oceurred to convince
me in any degree that he was not a conscientious, noble, frue, and
patriotic southern gentleman. He was a man of strong convic-
tions, yet liberal and generous. While cherishing his own convie-
tions, he was broad and well balanced and conceded to every man
the right of his own views and decisions, if at all in keeping with
any sort of fairness o justicee. He was a plain, unpretentious
man, but forceful and intelligent. He was generous to a fault,
and no needy perscn, so far as my knowledge of the man goes,
ever left his door except believing in his heart that Steve CrLAy,
as he was affectionately called, was a real friend to his less
fortunate brether. He was a lawyer of great ability, was suc-
cessful as an attorney, as a business man, and as a legislator in
his State as well as in the councils of the Nation. His achieve-
ments in politics were due to his indomitable energy and per-
severance, coupled with his faithfulness to his friends wherever
found. I was always glad to have his friendship, because it was
not that of an ordinary man, but one of force, power, and devo-
tion. While he never lost sight of the fact that he was a United
States Senator and always sustained himself in the estimation
of his fellow Senators, he was likewise the active representa-
tive of the individual citizen residing within the borders ef his
own Commonwealth, and he could always be depended upon to
watch and protect the interests of those who appealed to him
for aid. He was an intense man. There was that about him
which drew to himr the regard of men. In the line of his offi-
cial duty concerning his people, their wants and wishes, he
served them with a fidelity as unswerving as Gibraltar’s rock.
So much might be said of this manly man and of his life, which
was so full of kind thoughts and good deeds, but what more
need be said when we can safely say of him that he was trae
to himself, his country, his family, and his God. One of the
most beautiful traits in Senator Crax's life and character was
his loving devotion to his wife and children. He always con-
fided in me, and I knew of some of his trials and vicissitudes,
and he always spoke so tenderly of the wife of his bosom and of
his boys, for whom he was so much concerned. He said to me
on more than one occasion that his greatest object in life was
to set a good example for his children and leave such footprints
on the sands of time that his children might point to him with
pride as their father and protector.

It was my privilege to attend the last sad rites of this good
citizen and friend, and my heart was touched when the great
throng of anxicus people filled the large church to overflowing
long before the hour of his funeral and to witness the beautiful
floral offerings which bore eloquent testimony of the love and
esteem in which he was held in his home city., This statesman,
husband, father, friend, is gone from us, but his influence re-
maing, The recollection of his goodness and tenderness will
always be a light to lead and guide us to a higher and better
life in this world and remind us that there is a better life be-
yond the grave, for the good and faithful are not only promised
the life that now is, but that which is to come.

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, ALExANDER STEPHENS CLAY, late
‘a Senator of the United States from the State of Georgia, was
born September 25, 1853, and died November 11, 1910.

During the period contained within said dates his life’s work
avill be found, and we pause a little while here to-day from the

|
| daily routine to review and consider his service to his State,
his people, and his country, as a tribute to his memory.

With him the door of opportunity is now closed to change,
alter, or renew his career, and to a generous public it is now
submitted for judgment upon the work performed, the results
accomplished, and the influence he exerted, with the fond hope
that it will be approved by the verdict of his countrymen.

Senator Cray was born and reared to manhood in Georgia
amidst turbulent scenes and impressive environments enacted
in his State. It was during that age of life when incidents
irrevocably fix their imprint upon the memory of individuals;
it was during a period freighted with revolution, which dis-
turbed both domestic and public institutions and formed and
fashioned a new order of public affairs.

When the Civil War broke out he was of sufficient age to
understand its awful consequences, and bear witness to its de-
stroetion of both life and property, its obstruction to both do-

mestic and civil progress, and its paralyzation of all material
development. .
. Georgia, his native State, was blessed with a great storehouse
'of natural wealth, abounding in mineral resources, attaining
advanced development, a rich fertile soil in a high state of cul-
tivation, producing enormously, divided into fine farms and
large plantations, containing ecities of thrift and enterprise,
diversified manufactories, turning out annually wvast cargoes
of finished produects, entering all the commercial marts of the
civilized world, yielding epormous returns in profits on the
investments of her people, blessed with a State government
with a low tax rate and without a single dollar of bonded in-
debtedness as a result of the wise and prudent administration
of its public officials. All these he learned as a boy around
his father's hearthstone, where public questions were discussed
and parental instruction diffused in the family circle.

He saw the great transformation of all these beneficent public
policies which had been instituted by the patriotic influences of
his revolutionary sires, who learned their lessons in public duty
around the camp fires of the Revolutionary War as colonial
soldiers, fighting for the cause of human liberty. He saw all
this changed by the cruel fate of war, until the fertile fields
were laid waste and the fine plantations destroyed, and both
become the camping grounds, battle flelds, and burial places of
hostile armies contending in deadly strife. He saw the beau-
tiful homes of her people burned, their improvements destroyed,
and their occupants scattered, the thriving industries of her
cities paralyzed, their productions cease, and these hives of
human industry become the rendezvous of idleness and vag-
rancy, the development of her natural resources stopped, her
mines and quarries cease production, and her commerce fade °
from existence, her towns and cities reduced to ashes, her
wealth, the product of nearly a century's toil, economy, and
business sagacity, dissipated ; her internal improvements, sources
of great public profit, constructed through the wisdom of her
statesmen, erippled and become burdens on the people, bank-
ruptey installed through the corruption, extravagance, and im-
providence of her State officials in the administration of her
State affairs, and deficit take the place of surplus in her public
treasury.

He saw the nominal taxation of property which had been
ample to support her State government displaced and in iis
place a tax levy eanforced which amounted to confiscation to
defray the publie expenditures of her imported carpetbag gov-
ernment, which administered her public affairs and despeiled
her credit. He saw a government without debt converted into
one with a public indebtedness which equaled the entire cash
valuation of all the property within the State subject to taxa-
tion for public purposes.

He =aw, under the reconstruction of her State government
after the war, the remnant of property net destroyed by the
ravishes of war confiscated by unscrupulous officials holding the
public offices and directing her legislation for the purpose of
spoliation, through pillage and plunder for selfish gains mul-
tiply the burdens of an already exhausted people oppressed be-
yond endurance; the high standing of the once proud State
changed from its famous position and placed on the verge of
repudiation and financial dishonor.

For more than 12 years of his early life, during its formative
period, he witnessed this transformation, this interval of hard-
ship and of public and private disaster, all of whieh was in-
delibly written on his memory. Reared to manheod under such
cireumstances and amidst sueh troublous scenes, educated in
this disastrous school of experience, well fitted him for public
office, for service in the interest of the citizens whose repre-
sentative he became, and whose duty it was to serve for the
restoration of their rights and the advancement of the publie
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welfare. It qualified him, as no other experience could have
done, to faithfully execute the trust a confiding constituency
intrusted to him, and it seemed the ever-pressing desire which
actuated him in his public career was to keep inviolate this

purpose.

When he arrived at the full estate of manhood, blessed with
a dauntless courage, a rigid determination to do right—essential
and indispensable qualifications for a public servant—he was
called to the legislature of his State to serve for 10 years to
aid in restoring good government to its people, reorganizing it
on a high plane, that it might redeem its imperiled credit,
reestablish public confidence, and inaugurate for it a prosperous
condition which it was so well fitted by nature to enjoy. This
work he so well performed, this duty he so satisfactorily dis-
charged, that the people of that State thrice elected him to a
seat in the United States Senate as a reward. What better
approval, what higher commendation for public service could
any man desire?

As an illustration of his purpose, I might add a single in-
stance, characteristic of the man and his regard for public duty,
which came under my own observation. I met Senator Cray
upon my entrance to the Sixty-first Congress at the beginning
of the special session. We lived at the same hotel, and were
daily thrown together. During the consideration of the PPayne
bill by the Senate we met one evening, and while discussing the
events of the day, with much emphasis, referring to a certain
schedule which had been considered by the Senate that day,
he said: “Curror, I voted wrong to-day on that schedule; it
was against the interests of the people of this country and for
the great material benefit of an interested few. I did not know
it at the time. I have learned the fact since adjournment.
To-morrow I shall have an opportunity to correct that vote, and
I shall do it.”

When the morrow came he did correct it and voted his con-
victions. Here was an evidence of the effect of the wonderful
training and experience through which he had passed bearing
its beneficial results on the man who had seen the effects and
tasted the hardships which the betrayal of official duty and
honor have upon the people. He knew what official misconduct
meant and the injury it could inflict upon a helpless people, and
for this reason he could not tolerate it or permit it whenever he
could prevent it.

The example is worthy of emulation and proclaims him
worthy of the confidence the people of his State reposed in him
and the high estimation he maintained for them as a reward for
their partiality for him. Faithful in public life, whatever the
station he occupied, whether in the council of his home ecity, the
legislative halls of his native State, or in the Senate of the
United States, the greatest lawmaking body in the world, he
erected to his memory a monument more enduring than any
that could be built of marble or brass, which the cycles of time
crumble to dust, while the other will exist so long as people
cherish faithful service as a virtue of great moment in the dis-
charge of official duties.

Life has its ending, men come and go, they perish from the
earth and their places are rapidly taken in the surging scenes
daily enacted around us; but the work of a man, faithfully
performed, for the betterment of the people of a great nation,
for the uplift of humanity, for the elevation of a nation’s
ideals, for the advancement of its progress, lives on and re-
dounds to the glory and advancement of a eivilization which
can never stand still but must ever move forward or it is
doomed. His efforts were expended to aid its progress and
accentuate the diffusion of its blessings among a people who
are destined to lead the march of the nations of the earth in
every effort to attain a higher destiny and a more perfect Gov-
ernment—a nation whose benefits should, like the rains from
heaven, descend for the nourishment of all alike, and invigorate
the poor that they may be able to cope with the great, and that
its legislation should be so wise and just that it will strenghen
the weak and grant no special advantages to the strong. With
him life’'s work is ended; to it he ean not add a cubit or take
from it an atom. It is a finished volume, on the pages of which
will be found inspiration for the young who are entering its
portals, striving to attain a place in the public eye for the pur-
pose of advancing the great cause of improved conditions for
the human race.

Pause but for a moment and review the period covering the
57 years of his life—a period that has no parallel in all the
history of the world. No like period of recorded time wit-
nessed such a transformation, such an evolution in every de-
partment of life. Human agency never before made such
development or human ingenuity witnessed such discovery; the
brain and muscle of man were never so productive. To repeat
its progress would be only a narrative of its wonderful achieve-

ments, and a comparison with any other similar period of time
would only emphasize its glorious and wonderful results.

Considering this great historical fact, coupled with the trou-
blous scenes he had witnessed, the hardships he had encoun-
tered at the outset of his career because of his location in the
storm center of the Civil War, where battle and bivouac were
all about him, we find ample reason for his ambition to support
and aid in the wholesome administration of public affairs and
the betterment of his people, a most laudable purpose and a
virtue worthy of praise.

Like a tall and mighty oak in the great forest he has fallen
to rise no more; from the shifting scenes in the panorama of
life he has passed forever, but the work he performed, the ex-
ample he left, will remain as the heritage he bequeathed to
posterity ; and an admiring constituency, which conferred upon
him the highest honors within its gift, will extol his work,
praise his virtunes, and emulate his example, that the rising
generations may take courage and redouble their efforts in
sealing the imperial heights in order to gain fame and attain
an enviable pesition in the ‘never-ceasing struggle of mankind
for a higher and better destiny.

Every worthy life, it matters not how humble or how great,
that goes out on the boundless ocean of eternity leaves some
work done, some act performed, some word said which consti-
tutes a shrine around which faithful and devoted friends weave
a wreath of affection and on which they lay a garland of glory
as an evidence of appreciation and as a token of grief that the
world may know that the work of a man lives after he has
gone from among men and that mortality is succeeded by iug-
mortality; that we do not live in vain; that death is not
the end.

In the soil of his native State he sleeps in the everlasting
embrace of death, to wake no more. Surrounded by the friends
of his lifetime, who enjoyed his victorious march to honorable
station, who mourn his untimely death, who will ever cherish
his memory, emphasize his virtues, and hold sacred his publie
services as a rich legacy of priceless value, devised as a herit-
age to his people and his State, for the inspiration of both to
strive for higher ideals in public service and better standards
of government, for the advancement of every good and noble
purpose as the best and safest plan for the perpetuation of free
government for a great and mighty people in a great and mighty
country.

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, the very wide disparity between the
halting and feeble expression that I am able to give my fecl-
ings on this occasion, and the depth and bitterness of the loss
and sorrow that the death of my friend has brought me, render
the sad duty of to-day doubly depressing.

From the very beginning of my service he was a father and
a brother in one to me. Wise, kind, gentle, and patient, he was
in very truth a godfather to me in the years of my inexperience
and a safe and prudent counselor always. Our friendship and
intimacy knew no interruption until the unsparing hand of
death ended it forever.

It is a comforting thought now to me that I did not wait till
his great heart and brain were cold in death to acknowledge
my obligation and gratitude to him. His several illnesses and
long feebleness in the latter years of his life gave his friends
warning and opportunity to show their deep and warm attach-
ment. His eyes closed on earthly scenes with a more gratifying
realization than come to most of men—of the high regard in
which he was held by friends and associates.

Mr. Craxy's public life was not meteoric; on the contrary, his
career shines with the steady light of a fixed star. Like hun-
dreds of our public men who rose to eminence, he was born on
the farm and his early education was had in the public schools
of his native county. Already in the days of his youth he was
distingnished by patient and intelligent application to all
allotted tasks. If he did not grasp subjects of study at a glance,
he no less surely encompassed all its essentials, even all its
details, by persistent delving, and this valuable quality of per-
sistent, insistent investigation characterized everything he un-
dertook after he had grown to man's estate.

In due time he came to the bar and in his chosen profession
soon gained the respect and admiration of his fellow practi-
tioners, who could not fail to recognize his paramount ability
and his many lovable and engaging traits of character. His
people, estimating his uprightness and ability at their true
value, successively sent him to the city council, to the general
assembly, and to the State senate. In the assembly he was
made speaker; in the State senate he became president. These
were large honors and he wore them well. His decisions as pre-
siding officer were models alike of fairness and of clearness. He
made great impress upon the laws of Georgia. Finally, there
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came to him the highest honor his State could bestow—his ele-
vation to the Senate of the United States—and from his first
election in 1896 to the day of his death there was no man in
Georgia to doubt the wisdom of retaining him in that place just
as long as he would be willing to serve.

His first election to the Senate of the United States was the
only contest he ever had to make for that high station in the
public service. The “recall” would have had no terrors for
him had it been operative in Georgia. His chief concern was to
discharge faithfully his duty as he saw it; his chief pleasure
to be helpful and kind to family and friends. The knowledge
and abundant evidence I have had that he included me among
the latter is a most pleasing reflection. He died in the harness;
for years his waning health and strength warned him to desist
from his labors, but he would not. The unyielding perseverance
of his whole life upheld him; the flesh might be weak, but the
spirit was strong. And thus he fought the good fight to the
very end.

Mr. CraY'’s senatorial career is marked by that unswerving
adherence to the precepts of honesty and fair dealing, to which
I have already referred. For him there was ever but one line
of conduct—that which was dictated by right and equity. From
that line he never deviated.

In the Senate, as elsewhere, he gave scrupulous attention to
all his duties. He served on four of the most important com-
mittees—Claims, Commerce, Post Offices and Post Roads, and
Public Buildings and Grounds. On each and all of these he did
his full share of work, and his reports on any bill assigned to
him were always luminous and exhaustive of the subject. Hav-
ing ever in mind the welfare of the country, yet he did not fail
to have due regard for the interests of his State and its people,
and it was due to his watchful care no less than to his ability
in conciliating opposing or conflicting views that many times
relating to the cities of Georgia and to her rivers and harbors
were treated with liberal consideration in the Senate.

' Almost from the very day of his appearance in the Senate he
took an active part in the discussion of all important measures.
It can be safely asserted, I think, that in this respect he was
equalled by few of his colleagues, and excelled by none. With-
out the witchery of highest eloquence, yet he rarely failed to
impress his audience, even those whose views and opinions
differed from his, by the patent honesty of his convictions, the
clearness of his statements, the exhaustive treatment of every
phase of the matter in debate. His uniform courtesy was
notable. Never in all the discussions in which he took part
did a word escape his lips that bore the sting of bitterness, nor
was he ever guilty of insinuations against or aspersions upon the
motives of those opposed to him. Thus it happened that he was
always sure of a respectful hearing, no matter what might be
his attitude upon any question at issue.

To recount even partly the important subjects in the discus-
gion of which he participated would be to call the roll of all the
great debates in the Senate while he was there. I shall content
myself with naming but a few, such as the annexation of
Hawaii, civil government for the Filipinos, the Philippine tariff,
the Railway Mail Service, ship subsidies, the railroad rate bill,
the codification of the penal laws, emergency currency, liability
of common carriers to their employees, postal savings banks,
the establishment of a Court of Commerce, and, above all, the
intricate questions of tariff legislation. In respect of the last
named of these his great speech against the Sugar Trust,
wherein he showed up in glaring colors the iniquities of that
corporation, stands out in bold relief. It was the ablest indict-
ment framed in the public forum against that organization.

Senator CraY's voice never faltered in proclaiming truth nor in
denouncing falsehood. For him there never was, never could
be, any compromise between that which was right and that
which was merely expedient. * We will never desert principle,
even to obtain victory,” was his proclamation in one of his
speeches against ship subsidy. He was loyal to his Govern-
ment as he was to his party, which to him stood, to use his own
words—

for absolute justice, equality of rights, economical and honest govern-
ment, and equal opportunities for all men under and before the law.

But the time allotted me will not allow elaboration or even
mention of the long list of great services rendered his State
and Nation by this pure-hearted Georgian. Mine is the simple
duty and privilege of laying a chaplet of friendship and love
upon the bier of a noble and unselfish friend. Senator Crax's
character may well be epitomized in the words of one whom
he quoted in one of his speeches in the Senate:

The end of all worthy struggle is to establish morality as the basls
of individual and national life, to make righteousness prevail, to make

justice reign, to spread beauty, gentleness, wisdom, and peace; to widen
“opportunity, to crease good will, to move in the light of higher

thoughts and larger hopes, to encourage science and art, to foster in-
dustry and thrift, education and culture, reverence and obedience, pur-
ity and love, honesty, sobriety, and disinterested devotion to the com-
mon good—this is the patriot’'s aim, this his ideal.

Mr. EDWARDS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, occasions like this
always mark sad days in recording the proceedings of Congress,
and to me this is particularly a sad one.

We are here to pay this last tribute of respect to the en-
during memory of one who was in close fellowship with all
of his colleagues in both the Senate and the House. To the
memory of one who was admired and honored by thousands
and beloved by all who knew him well. To know such a man
as we eulogize to-day is not only to honor and admire him,
but it is literally to love him for the countless and beautiful
traits of his noble character and for the genuine big-hearted-
ness that was an unalterable part of him.

I have listened closely to the eloguent and touching tributes
reverently offered here to-day, and at times, in my mind's eye,
I have again seen, so plainly, the tall impressive form and the
sad but kindly face of my departed friend that I have almost
been moved to speak to him, even though I know his ears are
forever sealed in death to human voices. So lifelike is the
mental picture I have of him to-day that I can almost see
his firm and evenly shaped lips move in speech, as if to give
utterance to some lofty argument in defense of the rights of
the people, whose champion he always was; or as if to speak
some word of cheer or of comfort, as if to speak good and not
evil, as was his invariable custom. The mental picture of such
a man and the history of such a spotless life is an inspiration
to all those who have it hung among the other great pictures
on memory’s wall.

Great men are not made. Environment has a great deal
to do with making a man, but truly great men are born and
not made. A great spirit was born into this world, on a farm
in Cobb County, Ga., on the 25th day of September, 1853, and
that was the late Senator ALExaANDER STEPHENS CLAY, to whose
imperishable and loving memory we offer our tender tributes
to-day.

From a farmer boy, after the completion of his education at
Hiawassess College, he became a school-teacher and engaged for
a short while in the noble work of training the minds of the
young. He studied law, was admitted to the bar in 1877, and
was an active practitioner of his chosen profession for many
years., His worth was soon known by his people. He was
elected and served as a member of the city council in Marietta,
Ga., and then thrice elected and served in the house of repre-
sentatives from Cobb County, the county of his birth, in the
halls of the Georgia Legislature, in the last term of which serv-
ice he was elected speaker of the house, in which position he
acquitted himself with great eredit. True to the people, merit-
ing and holding the respect and confidence of his fellows, with
his worth as a public servant more apparent than ever, he was
elected to the State senate, and was chosen and served as presi-
dent of that body, gathering about him increased fame and
greater honors in the fearless and able discharge of his duties
in that exalted position. That he was a great and true Demo-
crat was evidenced by the early recognition given him as such
in his promotion, in 1894, to the high position as chairman of
the State Democratic executive committee, in which place he
also proved himself worthy.

There were even greater things in store for this boy from the
Cobb County farm. He had in this time firmly impressed him-
self upon the people not only of his county and senatorial
district, but upon the people of the whole State, and the
eyes of all Georgia were turned upon “ StEVE” CrAY, as he
was affectionately known. So when a vacancy occurred he
was elected, in 1896, to the United States Senate, to succeed
Gen. John B. Gordon, where he served the people of the Nation
with fidelity and signal ability until he was called to a higher
office in the great beyond. So we see him, a boy on the farm,
then a school-teacher, then an earnest advocate at the bar,
then a representative in the State legislature, then as speaker
of the house, then in the State senate, then as president of the
senate, then at the head of the dominant political party in
Georgia, and lastly in the United States Senate.

What an inspiration such a career should be to the boys of
his State, as they behold the success of this great statesman, as
step by step he rose, with his face ever toward the goal of his
ambition, to the highest office in the gift of his fellow Georgians.

That he was a great lawyer, a great man, a great politician,
and a great statesman no man will deny. Yea, he was all of this
and more, but his greatness did not lie in these alone. He was
great in the simplicity of his manner and in the sweetness and
gentleness of his tender, brave, and courageous heart. He was
warm-hearted and sympathetie, ever ready to listen and to aid.
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He was a tireless worker and was ever ready to respond to the
requests of his friends when it was in his power to help them.
He was a slave to duty, and through his great energy he was
able to accomplish much. Like the great commoner, Alexander
Stephens, for whom he was named, he was a man of the people,
and gave his life in the service of the people whom he loved
and who loved him and of his country, to which he was devoted
and truly patriotic.

His death, while expected on account of his ill-health for
several months, was nevertheless untimely and sad, and ended
the masterful labors of one of Georgia’s most beloved and great-
est sons and the career of one of the Nation's greatest statesmen,

Let us therefore tenderly cherish his memory and emulate
the virtues of his splendid career in private and public life.

While he was called henge before he was an old man, yet if
life is measured by what men do and accomplish he had both
lived long and wrought well. I am sure he passed to his Creator
without a complaint or a regret, for he obeyed in the letter and
the spirit the invocation—

So live that when thy summons comes to join

The innumerable caravan which moves

To that mysterious realm where each shall take
His chamber in the silent halls of death,

Thou go not like the quarry slave at night,
Scourged to his dungeon, but sustained and soothed
Bf an unfaltering trust approach thy grave

Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch
About him and lies down to pleasant dreams.

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, ALEXANDER STEPHENS CrLAY was
born a little more than seven years before the dark war clouds
broke over our beloved South. There were only four months’
difference in his age and mine. We were both reared amid the
mountains and valleys of that section of the South where wreck
and ruin were wrought by both armies during the last two years
of that Titanic conflict. To the women and children in country
homes the horrors of war in that unfortunate section bore with
hardest and harshest rigor.

Senator Craxy's family were people in humble life, and to
such the gaunt visage of want often appeared while the boom-
ing cannons and roaring musketiry were heard on every hand.
Along the route of the armies, both in Alabama and Georgia,
many lone chimneys attested the truth uttered by Gen. Sher-
man, that war indeed is hell.

.Amid such scenes as these the youthful Cray was seasoned for
the hard race that lay out before him. To the southern country
boy of those days the only opportunity for acquiring an education
was during the two months of July and August, between laying-
by time and fodder pulling and sorghum making. Thousands of
the brave men who had gone forth in the heyday of youth be-
neath the Stars and Bars to follow the lead of Lee and Johnston
and Gordon had found a soldier’s grave among the mountains
of Tennessee and the valleys of Virginia.

Upon the youths at home rested to a great extent the ardu-
ous duties of making bread for the widows and children of
those who gave their lives in defense of a cause they thought
was right and a flag they believed to be pure.

In the still darker days that followed the war the embryo
Senator, like thousands of country boys, was following the
plow and laying the foundation of that mind and heart which
afterwards made him the idol of his people. In spite of all the
vicissitudes and privations amid which his early life was spent,
the sparks of a laudable ambition burned brightly in his mind,
and he seized every opportunity presented by those strenuous
days to acquire an education. Struggling through the country
schools, he entered college, and acquired a good education for
the country boy of those days. Having studied law, he at
once became a leader in that splendid profession.

He soon became interested in politics, and when he was but
little past 30 years old he was elected to the lower house of
the legislature of his State, and in a little while was made the
speaker of that body. In 1892 he was called higher by his
people and elected to the State senate, of which body he was
at once made president. The Democratic Party of the State
of Georgia, recognizing the splendid elements of leadership in
g«tentatnr Cray, soon called him to the head of that party in the
- ate.

But greater honors than even these were in store for this noble
son of Georgia. His people knew that in him they had a man of
the common people whose every heartbeat was in unison with
theirs and whose loyalty to them was never doubted. He knew
their conditions, because he was one of them; he sympathized
with their adversities, because he himself had felt them: he
Eknew their rough places in life, because he himself had trod
them; they confided in him, because he never betrayed their
confidence; they followed him, because they knew that in him
they had a faithful leader; they loved him, because he loved

them; they honored him, because he was worthy of their honor.
They honored themselves by honoring him with a seat in the
United States Senate. -

My aecquaintance with Senator Cray was more intimate than
with any other Senator except those from my own State.

One of the splendid navigable streams of Alabama is formed
by the junction of two rivers at Rome, Ga. Senator Cray, ever
alert to the interests of his people, was always a friend of that
river. This river runs through my district, and my interest in
improving its navigation brought me in close relations with
Senator Cray.

I always found him in this, as in all his other public duties,
active, untiring, intelligent, honest, and courageous.

He had the faculty of going to the bottom of every important
question, and in a short time his great ability was recognized by
his colleagues in the Senate and he was assigned to some of the
most important eommittees of that great body. I have heard
that Senator Hanna once said of Senator Cray that, by his
active and aggressive opposition to the ship-subsidy bill, he gave
the Ohio Senator more trouble than any other man in the Senate.

But he is gone, and Georgia will miss his great, honest mind
and heart, and, with Georgia, the Nation mourns. His family
and friends mourn him, not as one who died without hope of
the future, but they know that he died as he had lived, an
honest man and a Christian gentleman, and that—

Beyond the sunset's radiant glow,
There is a better land we know.

And that in that better land the soul of their loved one—
Rests under the shade of the trees.

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, “ Death aims with
fouler spite at fairer marks,” and surely the Great Destroyer
and enemy of man has been busy during the Sixty-first Con-
gress. With silent, sure, and remorseless activity he has gath-
ered abundant harvest to his ever-filling, but ever-unfilled,
garner—the tomb. Since last we met six United States Sena-
tors and four Representatives have passed on to—

The undiscovered country, from whose bourn

No traveler returns—
and each Sabbath finds us here in the House paying our tribute
to their memories, demonstrating that the fatalities amongst the
Members of this Congress have far exceeded that of any other
in its history. All that they possessed—station, learning, abil-
ity, rank in office—all that they hoped for, could not for a
moment stay the hand of the Great Destroyer. Silent, but sure
and remorseless, he has heeded neither youth nor age, genius
nor learning, poverty nor wealth, tears of relatives and friends
nor the cold indifference of strangers,

It has been well said that our life is a fountain fed by a
thousand streams that perish if one be dry; it is a silver cord
twisted by a thousand sirings that part asunder if one be
broken, and death lurks in ambush in all our paths. Among
this number of Senators and Representatives who are called
away from the Halls of the National Legislature to—

Joln the innumerable caravan which moves

Te¢ that mysterious realm where each shall take

His chamber in the silént halls of death—
was ALEXANDER STEPHERS CrLAy, late a Senator from Georgia. I
come to-day to pay my tribute to his memory.

Born on a farm in the mountain country of Georgia in 1853,
when suddenly called from life to eternity in 1910, he had by
force of his own character, ability, and energy and efforis been
a member of the council of the city where he resided; repre-
sentative in the House of Representatives of the Legislature of
Georgia ; speaker of that house; a State senator and president
of that body; a United States Senator from that Empire State
of the South; then elected by a loyal and devoted constituency
for three consecutive terms; truly this is a record of public
service which is allotted to but few men, and which should and
does demonstrate the worth and character of our dead friend;
and when we know he merited all the confidence and trust a
generous people of county, district, and State bestowed upon
him, we must say that Senator CLAY was a remarkable and a
great man.

In his own biography in the Congressional Directory he
states that he was born on a farm; and from his own lips I
have often heard him speak of the arduous labor and toil spent
as a boy in order to aid his father and his family and secure
means to educate himself. He was never ashamed of his early
trials and struggles. He knew, for he felt as all true and noble
men feel, that no manly man should entertain anything of shame
in looking back to early struggles with adverse circumstances
and no man should feel worthier pride than when he has con-
quered the obstacles in his path,




2916

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 19,

I had known Senator Cray and been associated with him for
nearly 30 years. When we were both struggling young prac-
titioners at the bar, I first met him in attendance upon the
supreme court, and during all these years our friendship has
been close, warm, and lasting. I was associated with him when
we were both members of the Georgia Legislature, and I knew
him intimately when he was speaker of the house and president
of the senate. As a lawyer, he was industrious, attentive to
the business intrusted to him, faithful to his clients, respectful
to the court and to its authority; he sought for the truth in a
case, and while he did not possess the fire of eloquence that
other advocates may have had, yet the sincerity and earnest-
ness of his convictions were such as to ecarry great force to the
court and the jury. He soon attained the high position as
leader of the bar of his section, and the plain, honest, mountain
people amongst whom he lived soon became aware of the fact
that in his hands their interests in the court were always safe.

As presiding officer of both house and senate, he was fair,
impartial, firm, and just. This is demonstirated by the fact
that when his term of office ceased, both as speaker and as
president of the senate of Georgia, he had an army of devoted
friends all over the State who rallied to him when he became
a candidate for the United States Senate and elected him over
distingnished and able opponents.

He came to the United States Senate in 1897. He soon at-
tained a prominent position there, and it was not long before

the Senate, without regard to party, realized his merit and his |.

worth, and he was not only respected and admired by all, but
loved by many. While Senator Cray was not an orator, when-
ever he undertook to take part in the debates of the Senate he
g0 thoroughly prepared himself upon the subject by laborious
study of the subject which he underfook to discuss that he
demonstrated the power of logic and reason which he so emi-
nently possessed. His speech upon the ship-subsidy bill in op-
position to that measure, where he met in the arena of debate
men of marked ability and learning, distinguished him as an
eminent thinker and debater. His speech on the tariff bill in
1909, on the subject of the Sugar Trust, evinced great research
and labor, and attracted the attention not only of the Senate,
but of the whole country. So efficient were his services in the
Senate, so gratified were his friends and the people of the State
which he represented so ably upon the floor of the Senate, that
at no time was there a suggestion of opposition to him, and
the people of Georgia would have been content for him to have
remained in the Senate as their representative for many years
could he have been spared to them.

Senator Cray was a lovable man. The law of love dwelt
abundantly in his heart, and in him was mingled the milk of
human kindness. He was most agreeable in his intercourse
with all men. He had patience, courtesy, love of truth and
justice, and above all, courage to do what he believed to be
right. Unlike many men in high office, he did not hesitate to
do the small things for his friends. The details of the depart-
ments, items of local legislation, for the erection of public build-
ings in small towns, appropriations for rivers and harbors upon
the small navigable streams, these and a multitude of similar
detail matters were given earnest and prompt attention by
Senator Cray for his constituents, and in endeavoring to aid
the Representatives from his State, as though they were of the
most vital importance.

Strong and robust and healthy when he came to the Senate,
a long life of service and duty was promised him, but without
warning some two years ago he was taken ill. Probably, if he
had taken the advice of friends and physicians, he might have
prolonged his life, but he deemed it his duty to remain at his
post in the Senate and to represent his constituents, and heed-
less of the advice of friends, family, and physicians he stood
at his post daily representing his people and performing his
duties, and when he went home the strain was greater than
nature could bear, and the silver cord was broken, and he has
left us.

He was a most loyal and faithful husband, a fond, indulgent,
and affectionate father, and a true and unfaltering friend. He
was loved by the people where he lived, and thousands gathered
around his tomb when we buried him, and the whole country
wept., He died when little advanced beyond the prime of life,
but his success is equal to that of the favored ones of the day.
He accomplished much, he acquired success, friends, and the
confidence of all who knew him. When he was so suddenly
called away from us and all these, the past yielded to him a
great deal of gratifying retrospection, the present offered the
richest elements of happiness, and the future beckoned and
called him to high honor and ample resources of enjoyment,

What a noble example has Senator Cray set for the young

men of his State! True diligence, industry in business, regu-

larity and loyalty in every undertaking, honesty and upright-
ness in all his conduct with his fellow man both in private life
and publie station, surely this is the basis of our social relations.
This was the secret by which he achieved so great a success,
and it should be an example on which the young men of our
country should be proud to form themselves, an example that
refutes the dull maxim of idleness and profligacy, and points
out the sure and true road and the only true highway in the
Republic to honor, fortune, and reputation,

The life of Senator CrLAay thus ended teaches us that there
is a land elsewhere than this where the souls of such men go
and live in immortality, for—

Such men are not forgot as soon as dead;
Their fragrant memory will cutlast thelr tomb,
Embalmed forever In its own perfum

We shall not see him again in this Iire. but we hope and
believe—yea, we know—that in a glorious city, a great and
distant city, he has entered a mansion incorruptible, * not made
with hands, eternal in the heavens.” Our friend, as we do,
believed in—

That God which ever lives and loves,
One God, one law, one element,
And one far-off divine event

To which the whole world moves.

[Mr. LIVINGSTON addressed the House. See Appendix.]

LEAVE TO PRINT.

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that all gentlemen who desire to do so may have leave to print
remarks on Senator CrLay for five legislative days.

There was no objection.

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BROWNLOW.

Mr. GORDON took the chair as Speaker pro tempore.

Mr. MASSEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions (H. Res.
983) which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the business of the House he now suspended that
v?portuulty may be given for tributes to the memory of the Hon,

Teanl;lrsn PRESTON BrROWNLOW, late a Representative from the State of
Reaolvad That the next adjonmment of the House shall !:e considered
rticnlar mark of respect to the 'y he
esolved, That the Clerk communlicate these resolutions to the Senate.
Reaolved That the Clerk send a copy of these resolutions to the
family of the deceased.

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to.

Mr. MASSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of paying
an humble tribute to the memory of my predecessor in this
House and to voice, inadequately though it be, the deep sense
of the irreparable loss sustained by the people not only of the
first congressional district of Tennessee, but the entire State, in
the demise of my distinguished predecessor, Hon. W. P. BRowN-
LOW,

WaLTER PrESTON BrROWNLOW was one of my most devoted per-
sonal friends, and I admired him as one of the ablest, most use-
ful, and resourceful public men I ever knew. From our first
meeting I was attracted to him; I never knew a man who pos-
sessed in so high a degree that indefinable quality termed “ per-
sonal magnetism ”; I at once became his friend, and I take pride
in saying that friendship was reciprocated. I championed him
in all of his conflicts, some of them most strenuous and bitter,
though all of a successful character; and I take pride in the
fact that I, in the language of my own beloved mountain people,
“ stood by him through thick and thin.”

Mr. Speaker, I not only admired and liked Mr. BrRowxLow,
but I loved him, and the passing years increased rather than
diminished my friendship for him. I appreciated his wonderful
ability and had the ntmost confidence in him.

Mr. BeownNrow was born on the 27th day of March, 1851, at
Abingdon, Va., the county seat of Washington County, and
within 15 miles of the line separating the State of Virginia
from the district he had the honor to represent. The place of
his birth, as we all know, is historic, and now more than his-
toric in the hearts of the people of the first district of Ten-
nessee.

Mr. Speaker, since Tennessee's admission to our great Fed-
eral Union, 115 years ago, no one has represented my district
in Congress as long as did Mr. BrowxNrow, with the exception
of the Hon. John Rhea, and, had Mr. Browxrow lived, he
would have surpassed Mr. Rhea’s period in length of service.
Mr. BeowNLow had been nominated for an eighth term in a dis-
irict where the nomination of his party is equivalent to an
election of from ten to fifteen thousand majority. The people of
my district were strong adherents of the Union cause in the
Civil War and furnished to the Federal Army more soldiers
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than any district in the United States—all white—and under
the leadership of Mr. Browxrow the Republican majority has
been increased some 15,000. His supporters were not confined
to his own party.

Mr, Speaker, until Mr. Beow~NrLow came to Congress the first
congressional district of Tennessee had never had a dollar of
public money appropriated for any purpose, but during the
time he served he had established a fish hatchery at Erwin,
Tenn.; a public bullding at Bristol, a rapidly growing city of
about 20,000; a public building at Greeneville, and another at
Johnson City, all among the most prosperous and growing cities
of the South. He also caused to be established at Greeneville,
Tenn., the burial place of former President Andrew Johnson,
a fourth-class national cemetery, the only one of this class
ever established by the Federal Government. There was a
poetic justice in this tribute to Andrew Johnson. He rendered,
as we all know, invaluable service to his country, which was
recognized by the National Union Convention of 1864 at Balti-
more, when he was nominated for Vice President on the ticket
headed by the immortal Lincoln. X

And, Mr. Speaker, in addition to all this, Mr. Brow~row had
erected in his distriet, at a cost of $2,100,000, a National Sol-
diers’ Home, and fhis home was the pride of his whole life.
It is situated in one of the most beautiful sections of the
mountaing of east Tennessee, where the atmosphere is the most
desirable and the water bears the finest test as to purity. The
climate is unequaled, and one of the greatest pleas rendered by
Mr. BrowNrow before the American Congress for the establish-
ment of this home was that it would be located in a latitude
the most desirable in the country, being 1,600 feet above sea
level. He was so much interested in this home that he and his
wife lived there, notwithstanding that he owned a home of his
own at Jonesboro, Tenn., one of the most palatial in upper east
Tennessee, and his pride in this home was evidenced by his
dying request that he be buried In its cemetery by the side of
the Union veterans, for whose comfort and in whose interest
he had it established. After he had viewed its final completion
he was not satisfied, but his every thought was for the well-
being of its inmates, who were not only the veterans of the
Union Army, but of the Spanish-American War, including many
of the sons of old Confederate veterans. First, he conceived
the idea of furnishing reading matter for the inmates, so he
wrote to that noble philanthropist, Andrew Carnegie, request-
ing that he contribute to the erection of the library building,
and in answer to this appeal he received a check of $25,000 for
the library building; with this sum he had erected a splendid
building, superior—because of the cheapness of building mate-
rial in Tennessee—of any that could have been erected in other
sections of the country for the same money. To get books for
this library—there being no public money for the purpose—>Mr.
BrowxrLow wrote to all the leading publishing houses in the
country, and in response to this appeal he received 16,000
volumes- of the best literature of the world in history, poetry,
and fiction,

* In addition to this it occurred to Mr. BrownNrLow that in the
hospital in this home the old soldier, left alone in the world,
without having those he had loved the most around him, should
have something more than bare walls to look upon while sick,
and he wrote to the leading art firms, deseribing, as only Mr.
BrownNrLow could deseribe, the home, and asked them to con-
tribute one or more works of art, framed; and in answer to
this request he received valuable works of art, sufficient to:
cover the walls of the hospital. Then, again, it occurred to this
man of wonderful resource and brain that the old soldier should
have music during his declining years, and while on his sick
bed he wrote to many firms in this line, requesting that they
contribute to this grand eause, and in response to this appeal
he immediately received wvaluable pianos and other musical
instruments. But, not yet feeling that his work was complete,
he procured, without cost to the Government, one of the best
artists in the country to fresco and decorate the dining room.
This was done in elaborate style, and for beauty and work is
unequaled in the South, or, I might say, in the entire country.

Mr. Speaker, I mention these details to show the intense in-
terest he had in this noble institution. In the very center of
our glorious Southland he has placed this magnificent home, an
object lesson and typical of the generosity of our glorious Re-
public; and in this connection I might say that a movement is
now on foot to erect a monument to the memory of Mr. BRowS-
row, But while I am heartily in sympathy with the move-
ment, and look forward with pride to the unvailing of this
monument, at the same time no monument of stone or marble
is needed to perpetuate his memory in the hearts of the people
of our country, as the National Soldiers’ Home at Johnson
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City, Tenn., will ever stand as a monument to his untiring
energy, brain power, and love for his fellow beings.

As the days that come into the lives of these men
Cause them to lose their years and are young again,
When the wrinkles flee from the careworn face
And the smiles that flow have unwonted grace,

These are the days when life is sweet,
When past and present and future meet,
To blend in a halo of heavenly light
And crown all things with a glory bright.

Mr. Speaker, Mr. BrowNrLow in his private life was above
reproach ; he lived for those around and about him. I believe,
Mr. Speaker, if a man ever lived a life of self-denial and de-
voted his life to his family, friends, and country, that man
was WALTER PrEsToN BrownxNLow. He believed that in “ casting
his bread upon the waters it would be returned to him many
days hence.” In this connection I wish fo speak of a little
incident in his life, told me by his wife several years before he
was elected to Congress. A mnewspaper article one morning
denounced him in very scathing terms, and upon his reaching
home his wife said, * Did you see this article, Walter?” and
he replied, “ Yes, my dear.” “ Well,” said his wife, * what are
you going to do about it?"” To which he replied, “I shall do
nothing about it.” *“ Well, why won't you do anything about
it?"” “ Because, my dear, if I stop to take up all such mat-
ters as this I will never reach the place to which I have
started.” “For what place have you started?” To which he
replied, “The United States Congress.”

As to whether he took the wisest course, I leave to the deci-
sion of his friends in the first district of Tennessee and in the
United States Congress.

Mr. Speaker, as previously intimated, Mr. BRowrNLow needs
no monument of marble and stone to perpetuate his memory, for
above all this is the affectionate and grateful regard and love
of the people whom he so long and so faithfully represented.

Mr. Speaker, I desire to have published in the CONGRESSIONAT
Recorp, as an appendix to my speech on our distinguished and
much-loved Congressman, Hon. W. P. BrowxrLow, the speech
made by the Rev. Dr. Ruble, chaplain of the National Soldiers’
Home in Tennessee, which is as follows:

ADDRESS OF REV, J. A. RUBLE, CHAPLAIN MOUNTAIN BRANCH SOLDIERS'
HOME, DELIVERED AT FUNERAL OF HON. W, P. BROWNLOW, JULY
11, 1810,

Our subject is a character at once great and unique. Losing father
at 10 years of age, with the handicap of poverty, as well as lack of
early educational opportunities, nevertheless we see him rising until
his name and influence became truly national. This is impossible any-
where except in a Republic, and rarely occurs here.

May we panse in the presence of the newly-stirred earth to inguire
how this occurs. In the exigencies of war, men attain dazzlin
heights, becoming really great with almost abrupt suddenness, but Col.
BrowNLOW launched his bark on a placid sea, and amid the tranquil
environments of peace did a work and reached an influence which
will render his name immortal, giving him an exalted and permanent
place among our national legislators. Estimated by his influence on
the lawmaking power of one of the world's greatest nations, by what
he achieved for his people, and also by his helpfulness in achievement
for the whole Nation, we can but feel that he was truly great.

That we may better understand the work and worth of this man, let
ns pause a moment for analysis and comparison. BServing in Congress
for 14 years, it is probable that history will attest the truthfulness
of the statement that no other Congressman has been able to do more
for his people, and but verﬁ few as much. Again, see him as he stands
related to the many great illustrious lawmakers furnished by the grand
old Volunteer State In her history spanning a period of more than a
century of years.

Disclaiming a purpose, and deeply deslrlnf to avold being invidious,
love for his memory and loyalty to truth will allow the statement that
no other has ever wrought so fruitfully or achieved so much. En-
dowed far beyond the ordinary with resources almost limitless, he
brought to his task untiring industry. He studied the needs of the

e of his State and of the Nation, and in a continunous effort he
gggfcated his splendid r}r]owers of brain and heart to supply them, which
effort was crowned with marvelous success.

The Mountain Branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer
Boldiers, with its cost of more than $2,000,000, located near Johnson
City, Tenn., and which Corpl. Tanner, in the address on Decoration
Day, May 30, 1910, characterized “Among all the branches of the
Na{'lonal Soldlers' Home you stand as the capsheaf,” the National
Cemetery, located at Greeneville, Tenn., where repose the mortal re-
mains of President Andrew Johnson, known among his people as the
“ Great Commoner,” the fish hatchery at Erwin, Federal buildings at
Bristol, Johnson f.‘lty. and Greeneville, stand as monuments to his
genius for hard and successful work.

He worked more hours per day and took less rest than any other
man the speaker has ever known, and the fact that “his sun has

ne down while it is yet day ™ attests the truth, well known among

is friends, he died a martyr to hard work.

A most noteworthy characteristic of this public servant was hi
gympathetic heart power. Greatness of Intellect renders achlevemen
possible, but where this is reenforced by the warmth of heart power
success is far greater and more satisfactory.

Into his great heart all classes and conditions of the people could
enter and be made welcome without ringing the door bell. In the
many, many that we have seen aPprosch him, from the worthy old
veteran on crutches to the struggling laborer, whose family was then
suffering for the necessaries of life, he never turned one away wounded,
but when he could do no more he would send them away with the
memory of a brother's tear.
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He was truly national. In the points which differentiate the great
parties he was Republican, but as Congressman he was the servant of
all, and In his efforts to discharge the duties of accepted responsibilit
his efforts had in them far more of business than of sentimental poli-
tics; and while the congressional district which he served was a
historie battle ground In the sad and stormy days of the sixties, the
position of this people being pecullar in that they were radically
divided In thelr,k sympathies, many loving and clinging to the Con-
federate cause, more -loving and c 1nglnF to the cause of the Union,
thus causinf the desolating waves of grim visaged war to swee)ti) back
and forth like a simoon, leaving the hates and prejudices as a blight-
ing Inheritance to the dgood people, here his marvelous influence as a

acemaker Is seen and felt, so that when the end came the people,
rrespective of party, felt that they had lost a real friend.

He was a firm bellever in the Bible, belleving that Jesus Christ stands
for the highest good in the universe. He always felt and showed the
greatest reverence for sacred things, and as the end approached he
expressed faith In the epiritnal and eternal, prayed earnestly and
much, and Invoked the prayers of others.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the life of WALTER PRESTON
BrowNLow presents a most interesting and unique history. In its
varied lines and endeavors it forms a book of life that deserves
study and admiration. Hvery incident and event in this remark-
able man’s life, from his early youth to manhood, marks him as
possessed of an energy, determination, and courage that never
hesitated or faltered when difficulties, obstacles, or embarrass-
ments were encountered—and there were more of them in his
life than any public man of my acquaintance—and no one met
them more courageously and more successfully than WarLTter P.
BrowNLOW.

Like a great many of the great and distinguished public men
of our country, his educational opportunities were very limited,
but he eminently possessed as a natural gift a fund of good
common sense and judgment of men and things that a curricu-
lum of college life could not bestow. It is said, and it is true,
that the lives, character, and disposition of men are formed and
shaped irresistibly by the conditions, events, and circumstances
that surround them in the developing period of youth. It was
not so with Mr, Beowxrow. He was reared midst the storms of
passion, bloodshed, violence, and hatred, that split asunder the
people of east Tennessee in the evil days of the Civil War,
from 1861 to 1865.

His distinguished uncle, William G. Brownlow, with the
potent prestige of the Knoxville Whig, of which he was the
famous editor and owner, was an unexcelled factor in retaining
the loyalty of his people for the cause of the Union. WALTER,
his nephew, embraced with all his heart the cause of the Union.

~ Many, a great many, of his neighbors, friends te his own family,
his associates, gave their hands and hearts to the cause of the
South. All the horrors of an internecine local war, more so
than in any of the border States of the South, were enacted in
the mountains of east Tennessee, But when peace came and
the cause of the Union had triumphed, I affirm with confidence
that no trace of harshness, no feeling of resentment for the
South or its brave followers, ever found an abode in the gen-
erous and kind heart of Warrter P. BrowNrow. He was in the
broad acceptation of the term a southern man, with a heart of
yearning sympathy for the people of the South. He was always
ready and willing with hand and heart to use his great influence
in Congress to help his southern colleagues. That was said of
him by all men who knew him.

Mr. BrowNLow demonstrated in his successful career that he
was a great leader of men. No man environed and besieged
with as bitter and hostile political factions, constantly seeking

his overthrow, could have defeated their machinations, save a |,

great masterly political genius that made no blunders or mis-
takes. His triumphs in the first Tennessee congressional dis-
trict are simply a marvelous record, and it is not the province
of a brief sketch like this to present even its outlines. He was
in all respects and in all things a loyal Republican, true to the
edicts of his party, its platforms, and principles. Necessarily
his sunecess aroused jealousies and envies and made for him
many strong and bitter enemies, but his frue and steadfast
friends were far more numerous. He was elected seven times in
succession to Congress, and twice the Republican Party of Ten-
nessee conferred on him the honor of a nomination to the
United States Senate, and the Republican members of the
Tennessee Legislature gave him their coredial support.

In many respects the strenuous struggles that Mr, BROWNLOW
encountered in life and successfully overcome created a strong
resemblance to the life of Andrew Johnson, one of the ablest
public men produced by our country. No two men engaged
actively in the live politics of the State of Tennessee during the
span of their natural lives were the continuous targets of
bitter political factional warfare in their own parties so much
as Andrew Johnson and Warter P. Brownrow. The emi-
nent success of each of these two men is an interesting and in-
structive chapter in the political history of Tennessee, They

both have demonstrated what an American youth, unarmed and
unequipped in education and unaided by wealth and influential
friends, can accomplish in life by an energy that never tires
and a determination whose only end is success. It is doubtless
true that the most valnable lessons of eduecation are acquired
by men who tread such thorny paths, beset with troubles and
snares. But the simile between these two noted men, whose
turbulent political careers are more familiar to the people of
Tennessee than of other States of the Union, is that in all the
factional political wars made on each of them no opponent—no
personal or political enemy—no one was ever heard to charge
that one cent of public money had ever elung improperly to their
hands. They were honest, and their constituents knew it.
And it was this trait of character, unimpeached and unimpeach-
able, that was the crowning factor of the triumphs of the lives
of Andrew Johnson and WALTER P. BROWNLOW.

If we judge public servants by their achievements in behalf
of their constituents, then Mr. BrowNLOW easily takes first
rank among southern statesmen of the past 50 years. He
made few speeches in Congress, but he did his work in a
quiet, calm, dignified, courteous manner that made him friends
and achieved success. However much he loved Tennessee and
the Union of States, yet his first and grea(t]?t love was for the
people of the first Tennessee congressional district. He believed
that the people of his district justly deserved liberal appropria-
tions from the Federal Treasury for needful improvements, and
without ostentation or vain boastings his efforts were rewarded
with a marvelous success. My first acquaintance with Mr.
Browxsrow was in January, 1901, soon after I entered Congress.
The bill for the establishment of the National Soldiers’ Home
at Johnson City, Tenn., was under consideration before the
House of Representatives, and after many speeches on the
floor the vote was about to be taken. He came on the Demo-
cratic side and took his seat by me. He said to me in a sincere
and earnest tone: “I need one more speech for my bill, and it
must come from a Confederate soldier who saw service on the
field of battle. Won't yon make it for me?” I consented, made
the speech, and the bill was passed. With his face beaming
with a happy, bright smile, he eame to me, grasped my hand,
and said, “ Call on me whenever I can serve you or your people.”

And as I recall the 10 years of service with him in Congress
that followed, no man could have more cheerfully and wiilingly
fulfilled the promise he made me.

Several beautiful Government buildings, the Soldiers’ Home

‘and a fish hatchery, and many other substantial monuments

located in the first Tennessee congressional district, represent-
ing an expenditure of millions of dollars from the Federal
Treasury, stand as silent tributes to the fidelity of WavrrER P.
Browxrow to the interests of the people who honored and trusted
him so long. It was his sueccess, his devotion to his public du-
ties, that won for him that confidence of his people; that caused
the poisoned shafts of political enemies to fall harmless at his
feet. His success and his achievements in Congress bewildered
and confounded the schemes of envious men who sought his
overthrow. In his public life the inestimable value of a peo-
ple’s confidence was well demonstrated and emphasized. His
death marked the fall of one of the most noted of the many
great men that Tennessee has produced. It is now, after he
is gone, that the full measure of the man and his works can
be fully understood and appreciated. His place will be hard
to fill.

He has passed forever from the scenes of his struggles and
victories. He sleeps in the grounds of the Soldiers’ Home at
Johnson City, Tenn. It was eminently proper to bury him
there, for the home was the creation of his own indefatigable
energy. It was the pride of his heart. The brave, war-
scarred veterans of the Union Army, who are kindly and grate-
fully sheltered by that beautiful home by a liberal and generous
Government, can well afford to pause midst the scenes of their
departing lives and shed a tear over the grave of WALTER P.
BROWNLOW.

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I came to-day to offer my
tribute to the memory of my deceased friend and colleague.

Few names have been more familiar to the people of Ten-
nessee for the last quarter of a century than that of Warter
P. Browxrtow. While he lived in the extreme eastern part of
the State, his name was familiar to every section and in every
county of our Commonwealth. Not only was he known and
honored by his own party during these years, but the people of
all parties were familiar with his name and with his work, and
looked upon him with admiration and respect. For many years
he was a strong and controlling factor in the Republican Party,
of Tennessee. While his influence was dominant in the party,
he was familiarly, and I might say affectionately, called the
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“ easy boss,” and this expression was significant of the manner
and way he exercised power and even control in his party.
While he was a Republican, he was more essentially a Ten-
nesseean and a southerner. No interest of Tennessee, no interest
of the South ever appealed to him in vain.
section he was unfailing, and he brought into activity a vigor, a
persistence, and determination to be of service to his people
that has rarely been excelled. His lusty intellectual and
physical manhood was untiring in his efforts to promote their
interests, and the success that attended these efforts has been
surpassed by few men in his time. There are many monuments
to his untiring labors in east Tennessee and elsewhere. My col-
league who has preceded me has called attention to many of
them. These will stand as testimonials of his devotion to his
country and the success that attended his efforts. His buoyant
nature, his strong faith, and invineible will gave to him an
energy and a courage that never failed, and in the accomplish-
ment of his purpose few men wrought better than he.

Descended from that hardy pioneer stock that won the Bat-
tle of Kings Mountain WaALTER P. BrowNLOW inherited the
patriotism that inspired his life and, reared in the mountains
of east Tennessee, his character was marked by that hardy
patriotism and invineible will that comes naturally from such
antecedents and surroundings. :

My acquaintance with him covered a period of many years in
a casual way, and, while I had seen but little of him personally
until I came to the Fifty-ninth Congress, I knew much of his
public service. He loved his country and he loved his fellow
men. He was devoted to the public interest and few men served
it more diligently or accomplished so much in the way of ac-
quiring material benefits for his people. In addition to this he
loved his fellow men and his life was full of good deeds and
kindly ministrations. He loved to render assistance and to
extend the helping hand, and untold numbers bear testimony
in their hearts to the kind deeds and generous help of this
kindly man. Few men gave so much of their time to aid and
help those in trouble and few men literally cared for so many
people, No man was more loyal to his party or more intensely
a believer in its doctrine, yet no man hesitated less to step
across party lines to support a measure he believed was right.

He was essentially southern in all of his instinets. He
loved the South with all the strength of his great heart and
he stood by her interests as he saw it regardless of party ties.
It was his misfortune that the Republican Party in his own
State was divided in factions in the last years of his life, and,
being an ardent and earnest man, he incurred the strong oppo-
sition of one faction of his party. This opposition, I think, will
now be recognized as a political antagonism only, and I be-
lieve those of the opposing faction to him will lose sight of
their former differences and now remember only the ardent,
generous, kindly man; and that now, after life’s fitful fever
is over and he has been laid to rest in the mountains of his
own native country, his personal virtues, his warm heart, and
his generous devotion to his friends and his country will be
the characteristics that are remembered.

For many years I have had a warm and intimate relation-
ship with some members of his family connections and have
had oceasion to know much of the place he held in their hearts
and their regard for him, and the affectionate pride with which
they looked upon him; and this is a testimonial of his inner
1ife that furnishes one of the best tests to the real man. Those
who knew him best in his home life, as well as in his public
walks, believed in him with a faith and confidence that amounted
to veneration. And, after all, the love and confidence of those
who know the home life is the best evidence and truest test of
the real man.

The public life of this man is a striking example of what may
be done and accomplished by indomitable will and never-tiring
energy. He was born of a family that were among the striking
characters and distinguished figures in the history of Tennessee,
His early life was surrounded with stirring events and great
political agitation. He was thrown upon his own resources
at an early and tender age, and he made his way, step by step,
overcoming difficulties, and steadily forged to the front., He
seemed equal to every condition and made headway in every
struggle from apprentice boy, locomotive engineer, newspaper
reporter, and editor to various positions of honor and responsi-
bility in his own party and finally to the position of Representa-
tive in this House. Here he found the field for his great energy
and activity, and in this position his work for his section and
his country was remarkably successful. Few Members of Con-
gress have done more for their districts than he. He was a
working Member of Congress. He was not given to much speak-
ing on the floor of the House, and rarely could it be charged
to him that he wasted the time of the House in futile declama-

In his loyalty to his-

.cured its passage.

tion or vain discussion. But when the occasion arose upon
questions close to his heart, especially those affecting the inter-
est of his own section, he showed a vigor and power of a high
order. One notable occasion of this was when he had a measure
pending before the House to protect and preserve the burying
place of Andrew Johnson, which lies in the district which was
represented by Mr. BROWNLOW.

There developed on the floor a good deal of opposition among
the members of his own party to the proposed legislation, and it
looked as if the bill would'be defeated ; but Mr. BRowNLOW came
to the rescue with a vigor and an eloquence that surprised the
Members of the House, In paying a tribute to the loyalty of
east Tennessee, he described the conditions under which the boys
from the mountains and valleys of east Tennessee enlisted in
the Union Army, showing that it was not done to the * roll of
the stirring drum and the trumpet that sings of fame,” but that
the boys received their mothers’ blessings secretly at the back
door and told their sweethearts goodbye down by the spring
by the light of the stars, and made their way to the Federal
Army in secret and under cover of night. The effects of his
words on this occasion gained for his bill the support that se-
This was an example of the strength he
could bring to bear when the occasion demanded.

The career of WarLTer P. BRownLow is but another striking
example of what may be accomplished by will and resolution.
Without the advantages in early life that come from wealth
and fortune, without these he struck out on his own resources.
He had vigor of mind and body, and boldly he set forth with an
ambition and faith that never faltered; and with this capital
he wrought, and thus he developed the strong man that over-
came difficulties and commanded the confidence and support of
his countrymen.

The friends that he had and their loyalty to him bear testi-
mony to his own unfailing devotion to his friends.

In middle age, long before his life had reached the allotted
span, he was ecalled to go. His years, though not great in num-
ber, were stirring and eventful and his life, measured by the
deeds done and work accomplished, reached a full standard.

His taking off in the prime of life and the sudden termination
of a career but lately so buoyant with expectation and full of
promise ‘is another reminder that at any hour the summons
may come, and bids us stand ready for the call. These dispen-
sations are dark and inserutible to us, but let us hope that to him
there is no shadow, no mystery, but that all is glorified with
that Light that is neither of the sun, the moon, nor the stars,

[Mr. SLEMP addressed the House. See Appendix.]

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, in memory of the distinguished
Member from Tennessee, Hon. WALTER P. BrowNLow, I desire
to speak a few words and to present an attribute of his charaec-
ter which strongly appeals to me, and which my colleagues here
and his friends elsewhere appear to regard as among his most
distinguishing traits.

As said in Tennyson's “ In Memoriam,” he was the man of
“the larger heart, the kindlier hand.”

This life is a pleasant vale between the dreamless world of
the unborn and the undreamed-of world of those who die no
more. Coming into it, the Creator touches our existence with
an immortal spark, and if we cherish this as the years come
and go, it becomes a light whose color and brilliance distinguish
us from our fellows.

This Member from Tennessee attracted us all to him by the
simple manliness of his character, the unsullied generosity of
his nature, the kindliness of his purposes, and his helpfulness.
Every man has a great gallery of memories, which begins with
the earliest recollection and continues to his latest hour. On
the walls of that gallery are pictures that memory has painted
of the things that have attracted him most, of the persons whom
he has loved best. -

There is a memory picture of his mother before which count-
less perpetual candles burn, each lit in honor of some act of
her changeless and unselfish care and love. And in sequence
appear pictures hung there of the dreams of youth and the
purposes of manhood by ambitions and ideals, of deeds of love
or might, by faith and hope, so that if we could enter and,
passing through, survey them all we would know each heart
as it is known by the recording angel. Into this holy place
few are ever admitted. Only personal love or personal attrac-
tion opens such doors, for herein is disclosed the naked soul of
man. Sometimes in great public stress or by reason of personal
affection the gallery is opened and we stand before the hidden
thoughts and the secret places of a human soul. It was my

fortune once on an occasion to see the man in whose solemn
memory we hold these services open his heart, and the beauty of
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that inmost picture and the glory of its illumination have lin-
gered in my memory. The act done was not one of great dis-
tinction, but rather one of the kindliness most characteristic of
true manliness, a helping of the helpless, a hand siretched out
in ald when there seemed to be none that heard. I have read
that the blue dome that spreads above us, the inverted cup of
the sky, gets its color from the tiniest particles of dust arising
from the surface of the earth or drifting in from interstellar
space; that the pencils of white light coming from the sun,
containing all the rays of light, have broken out from them
their feeblest ray—the little blue ray—and that the particles
of dust, like swinging mirrors in the sky, fill all the expanse
of heaven with color grateful to the eye and alluring to the
heart as the symbol of universal love and trust.

I have read further that the moisture rising from the ground
is invisible, and that it can not condense except upon d for-
eign substance; that it floats in the sky until condensed on the
dust into clouds, full ef the attractiveness of color and of har-
vests yet to be; that if not so upheld, the moisture would settle
down upon the earth, condensing on every object it touched,
until everything dripped with water; but it is said the dust
with its tiny fingers catches the invisible moisture of the air,
condenses it, carries it over vast spaces inland until it descends
in dew and rain to make fertile the fields and to nourish the
harvests for the comfort and benefit of man. So that to the
smallest things we owe the morn in russet mantle clad, the
colors of clonds, and the blessing of the early and the later
rain. The world is not made up of great deeds. Kindly deeds
are the color and substance of life. The world is not distin-
guished in the last analysis by the great deeds of great men,
important and admirable though they be, but the world as we
know it is made up of the countless thousands of loving kind-
nesses of the innumerable throng of us all. They are the foun-
dations on which we build neighborhoods, communities, cities,
States. And this man, though he had many admirable quali-
ties, and was distinguished in many ways, in whose memory
many worthy words have been said, and will yet be said, was
a man whose distinctive characteristic was his constant and
unheralded rendering of assistance and the doing of the kind-
nesses that take the anguish out of life and put the joy in—
the most kindly attribute of human nature.

- Affection, kindness, the sweet offices of love and duty, were to
him as needful as his daily bread.
That best portion of a good man's life,—

His little, nameless, unremembered acts
Of kindness and of love.

As I have heard told the processes of his rise and advance-
ment, and how he moved from one place in life to a higher
place, I call to memory the words, as fittingly applied to him:

Build thee more stately mansions, O my soul,
While the swift seasons roll!

Leave thy low-vaulted past!

Let each new temple, nobler than the last,

Shut thee from heaven with a dome more vast,
Till thou at length art free,

Leaving thy outgrown shell by life's unresting sea.

And this man, a friend of us all, year by year, as measured
by his achievements, by his advancement, built him a dome
more vast until in the fullness of his development he was set
free. He will go from the field where he sowed material for a
grateful harvest of good with great rejoicing, bearing his
gheaves with him, to render his accounting to the dread Lord
of all the earth.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I greatly fear that the condi-
tion of my voice will deprive me of an opportunity of speaking
of our departed colleague as I should desire. It is not my pur-
pose to-day to speak words of fulsome praise or of foolish
flattery.

It is my desire to speak of Mr. BeowNLoW in words of truth
and soberness as I knew him from our association together in
our work ; to give the impress that his life and fellowship made
upon me.

He was a man of intelligence. By that I do not mean simply
that he was one of the species of intelligent beings, but I mean
that he was a man possessing an intellect of that high order
and character that gave him a high and comprehensive grasp
of the condition of the country, of the State, of public affairs,
and lifted him into a region of the higher and nobler and better
impulses which characterize the action and conduct of men as
individuals and of people.

He was a man of honor. I would not say that he did not
have diplomacy. It would be unworthy of him to say that he
was lacking in the proper appreciation of that tact which we

call diplomacy that adapts conduct to conditions. But I wish
to emphasize the fact that the spirit of honor moved his conduct
with the purpose of sincerity and integrity which characterized
his life. If there was one thing above another that we ean

‘emphasize in the life of WarTEr BrowNrLow, it was, ns was

often spoken of him, that his word was as good as his bond.

He realized and appreciated the value of sincerity of convie-
tion, integrity of purpose, honor of conduet, and fulfillment of
promise. I do not conceive any attribute of a man’s life that
deserves more emphasis, that is worthy of more praise, than to
speak of the man and to say of him that he loved honor for
honor's sake.

He sought the principle of the good and attempted to measure
his life and his dealings with his fellows according to the stand-
ard that addresses itself to that higher and nobler conception
of humanity that is true, real, and genuine. Moreover, he
was a man of a kindly heart. I do not recall at this time a
man that you could approach with more confidence of a kindly
response to a generous appeal than WALTER BrowsNLow. It was
one of the attributes of his life, the warmness, the kindliness
of his heart, and the sincerity of his affections. An appeal
which carried with it the element of sympathy, a demand which
had in it the characteristic of human kindness always found
in the heart of WALTER BROWNLOW a generous response. In his
soul he had the milk of human kindness that always responded
generously to a worthy appeal.

He was a man of character. I mean by that stability, pur-
pose, fixedness of purpose, an ideal that rose above the petty
trickery of life and found lodgment that gave expression to
those characteristics, those elements of human life that measure
our purpose and characters, our aims, and our destinies.

He was a man who possessed those elements of character that
form the warp and the woof of our being, that give stamina
and stability to life, and lift to that plane of moral, social, and
intellectual excellency that command the respect and the confi-
dence of every man who loves the truth and admires integrity.
Such a man of character was WaALTER P. BROwWNLOW.

He was a man of fine, practical efficiency, and by that I
mean a man of usefulness. He was not an idle dreamer. He
did not spend his life in dreaming dreams that never realize.
He believed in the practical things of life. He understood
human nature; he understood the motives of men, and how to
deal with them, and how to accomplish results. The illustra-
tions which have been given by others who have spoken to-day
testify to the practical efficiency, the every-day usefulness of
the life of this man. His life work left its impress upon his
country for good and for its upbuilding.

If you go among individuals many there are who can say,
“I am glad that WALTER BRowNLow lived and that I associated
with him and was in touch with his life.” Many are they who,
testifying individually, can prove his good works. And if we
look collectively to the country many are the fruits of his
labors that not only to-day, but in the years to come, will be
living witnesses of the value of his life and testify the good
he did and the impress he made upon his country for its uplift
and its upbuilding.

Into that other life, which the soul of man craves as the
higher and better life, he has gone, and we speak our convie-
tion and our belief that he entered it facing his fellows and his
God with- that conviction which comes from duty well per-
formed. We often moralize, Mr. Speaker, and we often specu-
late upon that life which is beyond. It is not my purpose to-
day to engage in it. I simply wish, however, to express this
thought, that whatever life hereafter is reserved for the true,
the generous, the honorable, and the good, WALTER BROWNLOW
will find his fellowship and association with them.

‘We speak often of the grave eternal; we speak of one being in
the grave forever. I do not so believe or regard it. As I stand
at the grave of a loved one or a friend, there comes to me the
memory of the words of the angel to the women who went
early in the morning to the grave on the memorable oceasion
and said to the women, “ He is not here; He is risen.” And as
I stand at the grave of one whom I love I lift my eyes ahove
the grave toward that higher and better life and say of my
friend, “ He is not here; he is risen into that glory reserved
for the true and the good.”

Mr. BYRNS., Mr, Speaker, I consider it a sad privilege to
have this opportunity of paying a tribute to the memory of our
deceased colleague, Hon. WALTER P. BRowxrLow, who for so many
years faithfully and ably represented the first congressionnl dis-
trict of Tennessee. Mr. BeowNLow was first elected to Congress
in 1896, and from that time until July 9, 1910, when he quietly
passed away at his home in Johnson City, he held, in the very
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largest measure, the esteem and affection of the people who had
seven times honored him with their suffrages. There was a
good reason, Mr. Speaker, for the confidence which his people
placed in him. He never betrayed the trust which they be-
stowed upon him. He never lost an opportunity to serve them
and the State from which he came. He was intensely loyal to
Tennessee. He loved her people, their history, and their tradi-
tions, and the time never was when he was not willing to de-
vote his tireless energy to the upbuilding of his State and the
advancement of her people.

It is not my purpose in the brief remarks which I shall make
to comment particularly upon what he accomplished for his
district and his people. I shall leave that for those who served
with him for a longer time in this House. But it may be truth-
fully said that no Member of Congress—certainly none from
the South—ever secured more material and substantial benefits
for his distriet than did Mr. Beowsrow. It is no doubt true
that his success along this line was in part due to the fact that
he belonged to and held high place in the couneils of the domi-
nant party in the administration of our national affairs during
all the years of his public service, and to the further fact that
for many years he was a member of one of the most important
and influential committees of Congress. But his success was
also due to his wisdom and foresight, his thorough knowledge of
men, and his ability to recognize and grasp every opportunity
which was afforded to secure an appropriation for his district
in the form of some public improvement. And, in all candor,
it may be said that on such occasions he did not stop to con-
sider the cost to the Treasury. Mr. BrowNrow was entirely
practical in his ideas of legislation. He knew that each year
Congress would appropriate a certain amount of money for
public improvements, and he made no concealment of his pur-
pose to secure as large a share as might be possible for his
district.

I would not be understood as holding that an ability to secure
large appropriations from the Public Treasury is an evidence of
high statesmanship, Neither did Mr. BeowNLow have such an
iden. He knew that the true value of a Representative's service
to his district and his people does not consist in his capacity to
secure large appropriations of the people’s money for the benefit
of his particular district; that securing a public building or
improvements of a loeal value and interest is not of itself an evi-
dence of statesmanship. His talents and energies were by no
means confined to endeavors to obtain local advantages. His
keen knowledge of men and his conservative judgment was of
potent value to his party in the consideration of legislation on
the floor, and particularly in the important committee of which
he was a member and to which he gave his undivided time and
attention. He was quiet and unostentatious in all that he
undertook., He was no orator, nor did he aspire to be one.
He never sought to cultivate the graces of oratory in order to
attract attention to himself. He preferred rather to do his work
quietly in committee and on the floor and to trust to results to
vindicate the confidence which his people had imposed in him.
And yet, Mr. Speaker, there were occasions when he expressed
himself with a force and vehemence which showed that when-
ever the necessity arose he was abundantly able to take care of
himself and a cause in which he believed. Perhaps the most
striking instance of this fact, as well as of his intense love for
Tennessee and the history of her distinguished sons, is to be
found in his earnest and eloguent defense of that great com-
moner, Andrew Johnson, against the post-mortem attack upon
his character which appeared in a book containing the per-
sonal recollections of Senator William Stewart. This book
gave publicity and credence to false insinuations and unfounded
rumors concerning the character and habits of Johnson, which
were inspired by the rancorous bitterness of the dark days of
reconstruction when Johnson, as the President of a reunited
people, sought to give ald and comfort to the brave but suffering
Southland.

Mr, Brownrow knew how unfounded these attacks were and
how great was the injustice done to the memory of Johnson and
his family. He represented the district which Johnson for-
merly had represented in Congress—a distriet in which Johnson
had lived and died and where his remains now repose. He
knew Johnson's history from the early days of poverty, through
all the struggling years until he reached the highest office in
the land. And when long years after his death croel and false
accusations were penned as historical facts, Mr. BRowNLOW
was quick to refute and denounce them. He did not pause to
reflect that Johnson was a Democrat and he a Republican. Nor
did he stop to question what some of his Republican associates
might think of his rushing to the defense of a Democrat against
the attacks of a fellow Republican. He did not care what-they
or others might think. He only knew that the memory of a

distinguished son, whom Tennessee had many times delighted
to honor, had been unjustly assailed. Mr. BrowNrow was first
a Tennesseean and then a Republican. And, Mr. Speaker, this
sense of justice and fair play in all things and toward all men
was one of the chief elements of his character. While perhaps
the most striking, this is by no means the most convincing evi-
dence of the loyalty of Mr. Browsrow to Tennessee and her
people. There are many Tennesseeans in the Government serv-
ice to-day who can testify to his kindliness and to his willing-
ness to serve those who appealed to him for aid. I have often
heard him say that when his influence and help was sought by
a Tennesseean in the service of the Government he never stopped
to ask the politics of those asking his assistance. There are
hundreds in the service to-day who will keep his memory ever
green in their hearts because of some generous, kind]y, and
friendly service done them.

Undoubtedly the achievement of which Mr. BeowxKLOwW was
most proud was his work in securing an appropriation of more
than $2,000,000 to erect a national soldiers’ home on the out-
skirts of his home town, Johnson City. ~ The erection of this
splendid home so far south was a great achievement and shows
the great influence and personal popularity he possessed in
Congress.

As a result largely, if not altogether, of his efforts, this mag-
nificent home was built under southern sunny skies, amid the
splendid mountains and beautiful hills of east Tennessee and
in close proximity to those great battle fields of the South,
where was proven the prowess of those who wore the blue and
the gray, and where glory and luster was shed upon American
valor and American manhood. This great home stands as a
lasting monument to the memory of Mr. Browxrow, and the
old soldiers who wore the blne, and who in their declining
years find shelter and comfort under its roof, are living re-
minders of his devotion to them and the eause for which they
fought and in which he steadfastly believed. And it was but
fitting that when the inexorable and mereciless hand of death
beckoned to BrownNrow, and his earthly career was finished,
that his mortal remains should have been laid to rest beneath
the greensward which surrounds the home in which he took
such a pardonable pride.

Mr, Speaker, Mr. BrowNLow was a man of firm and positive
convictions. There was no halfway ground with him. He
had strong views upon all snbjects, and, having the courage of
his convictions, he never hesitated to give expression to them.
He was a party man in the strictest sense of the word. In
short, he was a partisan. He believed in parties and party
organization as necessary to the proper administration of gov-
ernment. He stood steadfastly by his party’s organization and
never failed to vote with it on all measures which involved
party principle or party procedure. But while this was true,
he was broad and liberal in his ideas, and his respect for the
opinions of others was such that he entertained no ill will or
unkindly feeling toward any man who might differ with him or
who belonged to the opposite political party. Intensely loyal in
his friendships, always courteous and ever obliging, he num-
bered among his warm friends many of his Democratic col-
leagues, and it affords me, a Democrat, believing just as firmly
and unalterably in Democratic princip]es as he believed in Re-
publican principles, a sad but sincere pleasure to testify to-day
to his great worth as a man, his eminence as a citizen, his
nsefulness as a publie servant, his loyalty to his people, and
his patriotie devotion to his country.

From an humble beginning Mr. BrownNrow rose to a high
place in the confidence of his people and in the legislative coun-
cils of his country, as a result of his untiring energy, his indomi-
table pluck, his good sense, and his sterling worth. In his early
years he was trained in the school of stern necessity. Later on
he became the secretary of his uncle, Hon. William G. Brown-
low, known as * Parson” Brownlow, and one time governor of
Tennessee. Mr. BRowNLow often referred with pride and grati-
tude to the training he had received under his distinguished
uncle, and attributed to it much of the success which he subse-
quently achieved. He possessed the spirit of optimism to a

very rare degree. It was not his custom to complain at fate or

misfortune. He believed always in the eternal fitness of things,
and it was a part of the philosophy of his religion to look on
the sunny side of life. No higher tribute could be paid to him
than to say that he sought to be faithful in all things, that he
tried to do the right as God gave him light to see the right.
Henee it was, sir, that when fatal disease placed its relentless
hand upon him and he was warned that the time of his depart-
ure was near at hand, he could meet his fate with cheerful for-
titude and serenity, and—

Like one who wraps the drapery of his couch
About him, and lies down to pleasant dreams.,
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Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, it is with the most profound
feeling of sorrow that I rise to say a few words in memory of
the Hon, WaLTeEr PrestoN BrowNLow, a Representative in
this body from the first district of Tennessee, who died at
the National Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, Tenn., on the
Sth day of July, 1910. Not only was he my colleague here
officially, but for many years he was an intimate companion—
my guide, counselor, and friend—and I miss him as I would a
dear and valued kinsman. I was fortunate enough to be associ-
ated with him in the discharge of the duties of his office when
he was the Doorkeeper of this House, and also when he first
became a Representative in this body, and in all our intercourse
I am proud and pleased to say that I can not recall a dis-
cordant word or thought between us; but, on the contrary,
there was the utmost harmony of purpose and action, and he
always manifested a warm and unmistakable regard that was
a source of the greatest pride and value to me. His advice
and assistance in the performance of my duties and in personal
matters, particularly in politics, ecan not be overestimated in
jts importance, and he rendered me this assistance disinter-
estedly and without the least ungraciousness or expectation of
return. His death, it is needless to say, is a source of the
greatest loss to me, both personally and officially, which I real-
ize every day. The State of Tennessee, too, will feel his loss
sensibly, and the first district will never have the good fortune
to have his equal as a faithful and successful Representative.
As for Mr. BrowNrow, with my partial eyes I could see no
blemish in his character:

His life was gentle and the elements
S0 mixed in him that Nature might stand up
And say to all the world, * This was a man.

Mr. BrowxLow was born on the 27th day of March, 1851, in
Abingdon, Va., where for three years he attended private schools.
His father dying when the boy was quite young, he was thrown
upon his own resources, and was compelled to help in his own
support and to otherwise assist his mother, working as a tele-
graph messenger boy when he was only 10 years of age. At 14
he became an apprentice in the tinning business, and later on
learned to be a locomotive engineer. In these vocations he de-
ported himself creditably, as he did in all his subsequent fields
of employment. In selecting the latter occupation, Mr. BROWN-
row, young as he was, it is worthy of notice, was actuated by a
strong sense of duty besides that of help to his family. He had
in mind the importance of the work he was fo do and the help
he might be to humanity; and in this he was conscious, as we all
are, that to the locomotive engineers the world is under a deep
debt of gratitude. It is wonderful to think of the number of
human lives and the millions of property that are every day in-
trusted to and dependent upon the sobriety, nerve, the skill, the
fidelity, and the courage of these men. Their duties are among
the noblest and most important of the various occupations of
human life, and their compensation should be among the highest
given to any class of our public servants.

In this employment, however, Mr. BrowNrow did not con-
tinue very long. He aimed at something which the world re-
gards as still higher than the care of a locomotive—something
that was calculated to bring him fame and a greater income.
He was ambitious to become a newspaper man, and with this
feeling he obtained employment as a reporter for the Knox-
ville Whig and Chronicle—a paper that under the management
and ownership of his uncle, the celebrated William G. Brown-
low, popularly known as *““Parson” Brownlow, previously a
Senator of the United States, became one of the most widely
known and influential periodicals in the country. He did not
find it necessary to remain with his uncle more than a year.
In 1876 he made arrangements to go into business for himself,
and to this end purchased the Herald and Tribune, a Repub-
lican newspaper issued at Jonesbore, Tenn., since which time
he has continued as its editor and proprietor, both to his own
and his party’s advantage. At the same time he entered ac-
tively into politics and soon became a representative man. He
was a delegate from his distriet to the Republican national con-
ventions of 1880, 1896, and 1900, and a delegate at large to the
national conventions of 1884 and 1904. In 1880, besides, he
was chairman of the Republican congressional committee of
his distriet, and in 1882 was elected a member of the Re-
publican State committee, serving eight years as such, dur-
ing one-fourth of which period he was chairman. In all
this political service, it may be added. he was not content to
occupy simply a nominal position; he was not a mere figure-
head; he was throughout active in the work and rendered
his party essential and universally recognized assistance. It
is largely owing to this that his own congressional district is
one of the few districts in all the South that remains in the
Republican column.

In March, 1881, he was appointed postmaster of Joneshoro,
his home town, but resigned a few months thereafter to accept
the position of Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives,
which he held during the whole of the Forty-seventh Congress.
In 1884, 1896, 1900, and 1904 he was elected by the delegations
from his State to the national Republican conventions as Ten-
nessee’'s member of the national executive committee, and was
unanimously elected chairman of the Republican State execu-
tive committee by the members of that body for 1898 and 1899.
He was also elected by Congress to be a member of the Board
of Managers for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer
Soldiers. Twice was he nominated for United States Senator,
and in 1898 he was elected as Tennessee's member of the
National Republican congressional committee. His most im-
portant honors, however, were comprehended in his election as
Representative in Congress, being successively chosen to the
Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, Fifty-seventh, Fifty-eighth, Fifty-ninth,
Sixtieth, and Sixty-first Congresses as a protectionist Repub-
lican in a district formerly represented by Andrew Johnson as a
free-trade Democrat. During this long-continued service Mr.
BrowNLOW was quite active, seldom, indeed, appearing on the
floor of the House as a prominent debater; but being nearly
always a member of some of the most important committees
of the House, he was enabled to take a decisive part in the
shaping and enactment of legislation. One of the most interest-
ing measures, originated and enacted largely through his influ-
ence and efforts, was the establishment of what is known as
the Mountain Branch of the National Soldiers’ Home, situated
near Johnson City, Tenn., in a most healthy and lovely loea-
tion—one of the most attractive and valuable soldiers’ homes
in the country.

Not only was he instrumental in having this charming institu-
tion created, but he has given sedulous attention to its improve-
ment and its growing wants, never neglecting an opportunity to
add to its beauty and its usefulness, as well as to the individual
comfort and pleasure of its occupants. His connection with this
benevolent work is alone enough to warrant his occupancy of a
niche in the Temple of Fame. It places him, with others along-
side, with some of the most distinguished personages in the his-
tory of the world—beside Queen Mary, of England, the wife of
William the Third, to whose tender interest in the welfare of
the disabled mariners of her country the naval home at Green-
wich owes its establishment; beside Gen. Winfield Scott, the
founder of the great soldiers’ home at Washington; beside
Napoleon Bonaparte, whose love for the old soldiers of France
caused the foundation of the Home of the Invalides at Paris;
and beside the great host of large-hearted and benevolent men
and women all over the world who have turned aside from the
private avocations of life to assist in the work of relieving the
wants and adding to the pleasures and the comforts of the poor,
the unfortunate, and the sufféring in the great army of hu-
manity.

As a Member of Congress Mr. BrownNrow gave his zealous at-
tention to much of the greatest business that came before that
body. He neglected nothing pertaining to the duties of a na-
tional legislator, but it is a noticeable fact that does not detract
a whit from his fame as a statesman that his first and most
loving thought was for his State and his distriet. In his
imagination the mountains of Tennessee were the most beauti-
ful in the world. Her rivers were to him the most picturesque,
and her brooks and rivulets made the sweetest of music. Her
air was the balmiest that ever encircled the beautiful places of
the earth, and her skies were not surpassed by those of Greece
or Italy. Her fields, rich with the fruit of man’s industry and
intelligence, were not to be equaled anywhere in the world.
Like all mountain-born men, he intensely loved his native soil,
and when he left it even for a short time he always longed to
get back to it. His thoughts of the people were the same. He
loved them, and they loved him. The women were all charm-
ing and interesting, and the men were all courageous and
strong. Andrew Jackson once said, in speaking of the danger
of a foreign war:

Let It come. In a war we will beat them, sir; we can whip all

Burope with United States soldiers. Give me a thousand Tennessceans,
and I'll whip any other thousand men on the globe.

These were somewhat the views of Mr. Browxrow ; there was
nothing too great for Tennesseeans! And in some respects I
am inclined to agree with him. It has been my fortune to see
a good deal of my own country, and of some foreign countries
as well, and I can truthfully say that the people of Tennessee,
East Tennessee included, of course, are among the most re-
markable of them all. ILet these people once see their duty and
what can be reasonably expected of them, and they will perform
it. If it is a question of “ getting there,” they will prove equal
to the work and get there! Of the future of Tennessee Mr.
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Browxrow was very hopeful. He saw the wonderful natural
resources of the State and knew the capabilities of her people,
and he believed that in time she would outstrip Pennsylvania and
New York. Of the State's past history he was extremely proud.
In the people’s early struggles for the settlement and improve-
ment of the country he saw a record of heroism and patriotism
that has not been surpassed by any people appearing in the
pages of history; he could realize fully the efforts and environ-
ment of the early settlers of Tennessee, when every step was
attended with danger, when every bush or tree was likely to
conceal one or more red enemies, and when the women and
children, left at home when the father was either at work in
the fields or on the hunt for food, were in constant fear of death
or capture at the hands of merciless savages. He looked upon
Kings Mountain, fought principally by Tennesseeans, North
Carolinians, and Virginians, as the great battle of the War of
the Revolution, where Cornwallis’s men met their first defeat,
and that this victory was but a prelude to Yorktown; and he
regarded the leaders of the Tennessee pioneers—Sevier, Coffee,
Donelson, White, Jackson, and others—as the greatest men in
history. To Andrew Jackson in particular, the man who prac-
tically brought the Floridas into the territory of the Union
and gained the battle of New Orleans, assisted very largely
by Tennesseeans, one of the greatest victories of record in the
annals of mankind, he gave his highest praise and reverence.
That unobtrusive monument in the garden of the Hermitage,
where the remains of Jackson lie buried, and which to the
citizens of Tennessee is perhaps the most cherished spot in all
her fair domain, was worthy of every patriot’s veneration. He
thought that—

Such graves as his are pllgrims' shrines,

Shrines to no code or ereed confined,

The Delphh.n vales, the Palestines,

The Meccas of the mind.

James Parton, in his Life of Andrew Jackson, gives the fol-
lowing as a carefully collated statement of the opinions of
Francis P. Blair concerning the General, which though seem-
ingly extravagant were no doubt sincere, and they probably
came very near expressing the views of Mr. BRowNLOW :

Mr. Blair deliberately concurs in Colbert's juodgment that Andrew
Jackson was the greatest man that ever lived—the bravest of the brave,
the wisest of the wise. the mont tender, the most resclute, the most
devoted to his country, most eloquent of human beings. Fight-
Ing men loved bl or hls valor and cowards loved him for the pro-
tection he gave them. No man and no combination of men could ever
overcome him. He was victorious on every fleld. Clay, Webster, Cal-
houn, Preston, Biddle, the United States Bank, the cspltaltata. the
brightest men, and the most Iwwertut ncies were leagned against
him for eight years without gainin over im one lmpuﬂant advantage.
He attempted nothing which he did not accom gained con-
stantly in Congress and Iert hstgnrty in a ma gority in both Houses.
His eloguence surpassed that of the most repowned orators. hen he

ew warm in coaversation and his gray bristles shook he thrillal the

stener's nerves and souls as no other man could tbri!l them. No man
could resist the impetuous lntensit{ of hls He was a man of
absclute sincerity, incapable of duplicity or n tor effect. He loved
the people with a deep, exhaustless love; belie in them ; would have
laid down his hoary head on the block for them and counted it gain and
glory. He was the controlling soul of his administration at every
moment of its existence.

All this may sound like the views of a man somewhat un-
balanced in his mind, but we should remember that it is the
deliberate opinion of a man of the greatest astuteness, one
who seldom went astray himself; and if Mr. Blair entertained
such views himself, we ecan not be very much astonished for
making every allowance for the partiality of his friends and
admirers—that most of the world should share his opinion.
Andrew Jackson, in sober truth, was a wonderful man, and
deserving of all the honors and the love which the citizens of
Tennessee have heaped upon him.

To the other great men of Tennessee Mr. BROWNLOW gave
almost unstinted admiration. And for Andrew Johnson, loaded
as he was with the enmity of so many men, he had great respect.
But there was another great man—one of his own kinsmen—
the illustrious William G. Brownlow, to whom he could not
render enough praise or admiration. *“ Parson” Brownlow was
truly an extraordinary man. An unflinching patriot, a man of
such devotion to principle that he would have laid down his
life rather than sacrifice his truth or his honor. His courage
was of that heroic order that no amount of danger or suffer-
ing could make him falter or give way in times of trial or
difficulty, and his example and loyalty to his country were
fruitful of benefit to his State and the Nation. After his elec-
tion to the Senate of the United States, following after the close
of the Civil War, which elevation was in but a small measure a
recognition of his unfaltering love of country and his devotion
to duty, he was striken with a nervous trouble, from which
he suffered up to the day of his death; but it was a source of
pride to his friends and relatives that this affliction, which he
bore with resignation, was the only thing in the whole course
of his life that had ever made him tremble. With nearly the

whole disloyal element in Tennessee—perhaps in most of the
South—embittered against him, imprisoned, and with the halter,
metaphorically speaking, around his neck, he was true to his
country and his convictions. Congressman BrowxNrow himself,
and some of the Parson's direct descendants resembled him in
these matters, and could, if circumstances had rendered it neces-
;snryl.tyhava displayed the same high degree of courage and
oyalty.

In the final analysis of the character of WALTER PresTON
Brownrow there were several noticeable tm.its that are de-
serving of special mention.

He was, for example, perennially cheerful and kind. Noth-
ing seemed to depress him on interfere with his customary
spirit of accommodation and good humor. He could ecast
aside trouble without difficulty and deport himself as if mis-
fortune and ill will were total strangers to him. A pathetie
illustration of this was seen in his later years when he was
threatened with total blindness. He was an object of much
sympathy as he was led about by a guide, unable in many re-
spects to care for himself; but he philosophically bore his mis-
fortune, and was noted during even the worst of his trouble
for his unfailing courtesy and good humor, Even if he had to
fail, his optimistic and courageous spirit led him to feel that
it was best to fall with his colors flying. On the eve of his last
physical breakdown a remark is attributed to him, also quoted
sometimes as a bon mot of the late Senator Zeb Vance,
of North Carolina, which at once illustrates his wit and his
unfailing serenity. In response to an inquiry as to his health,
he said be.ought not to complain or feel discouraged, “ He was
simply like old Tom Henderson’s wagon down in Tennessee—
all he needed was a good body and a good running gear.”

He was, besides, a man of great frankness and truthfulness.
When necessary to state his views or come to a conclusion he
did not beat about.the bush. He was ready to express his
convictions at all times and to let his determination be known.
And his word could always be depended upon. He was not
lavish of his promises, but what he did promise he always
meant to perform, and, indeed, his performance often went
beyond his promise,

He had naturally a lively faney, a happy abundance of wit
and humor, and an admirable faculty for telling a story. In
the exercise of this latter talent he resembled Abraham Lincoln
and many other great raconteurs. His stories were generally
used to enforce some truth or as accessories in the accomplish-
ment of some high aim or great duty. His power of repartee,
too, was guite remarkable, In conversation or public argu-
ment, on the “stump”™ or elsewhere, he was never taken at a
disadvantage, either by legitimate means or by ill-mannered in-
terruption. He generally managed to place his antagonist in a
position of embarrassment or discomfiture, but generally with-
out any exhibition of malice or bostility. He always strove, on
the contrary, to avoid wounding the feelings of either friend or
foe. It was this happy spirit and his talent as a story-teller
that made him a favorite of such men as Gen. Garfield, William
McKinley, Theodore Roosevelt, William H. Taft, and many other
distinguished personages, who never failed fo enjoy his quaint
and original humor,

As a man of business, Mr. BrRowNLow was reasonably sue-
cessful. Beginning his career almost without a dollar, he
ended life with, for Tennessee, an income adequate for the com-
fortable support of himself and family; and this, be it under-
stood, without greed or dishonesty. He did not grind the poor,
but always stood forward ready to help and serve them. He
accumulated his estate without questionable means, and he
bore his prosperity without vulgar ostentation or contemptible
snobbery.

Finally, when the dread enemy of all of us approached, his
end was characteristic of him. He made no indecent mani-
festation of the love of life. He knew when his end was ap-
proaching, and he received the announcement rather as a bene-
diction than a stroke. In the language of Bryant he went
calmly and complacently :

g S
an er e roac! ve
e one that wrips talfé dra;?agy of his cm:ug.l
About him, and lles down to pleasant dreams.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I am not a member of the Tenu-
nessee delegation and had not the pleasure of serving on any
committee with the late Hon., WarTer P. BrowNrLow, but I
should be unwilling to let this occasion pass without saying a
few words concerning his life, character, and public services.

I was born in the county where he lived, and lived there until
I was 22 years of age, when I moved to the State which I now
have the honor to represent on the floor of this House. I came
to know Mr. BrowNrLow quite early in my life and had the

‘
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pleasure of a somewhat intimate personal acquaintance wiih
him from that time until his death. My father and my brothers
were his personal and political friends, and I grew up in an
atmosphere of friendliness toward him.

It seems to me that it can be well said of Mr. BRowNLOW
that he was the product of his day and environment, He was
but a boy during the troublous times of the Civil War, but was
old enough to learn much from the experience and conditions
of those days. School facilities in the part of the country where
he lived at that time were seriously lacking, so that it was with
difficulty that he acquired the elements of an education. It was
also characteristic of the time and place that there was a gen-
eral lack of ample means among the people of that section of the
country.

Ha:{ug obtained the rudiments of a school education he
gained a much broader and more effective education in the
rough and tumble of experience. Along with his struggles he
acquired habits of industry, tenacity, and pertinacity. He was
a tireless worker, never left off when he had begun and never
ceased effort until the thing attempted became an accomplished
fact., That he was a man of unusual intellectual capacity has
never been denied, even by his enemies—and he had enemies. It
is also conceded by all that he was a man of forceful character.
He became a leader of men, because the force of his character
dominated men.

The faculty of expressing forcefully his thoughts and ideas
was his in a very remarkable degree. Even in casual conversa-
tion his words fell like blows from a sledge hammer. He was
particularly happy and entertaining when surrounded by a
small circle of friends, and his fund of stories, abounding in
homely wisdom, seemed inexhaustible.

He did not belong to the tribe of the self-righteous, neither
was he to be found listed among so-called reformers. If anyone
had accused him of being such, the accuser would have run
serious risk of being enlightened on the subject by one of those
clear, concise, emphatic statements of forceful English falling
like a thunderbolt from Olympus, for which he was so de-
servedly celebrated. He looked with suspicion upon much that
parades itself under the guise of reform. He had come up by
his own strength and effort out of adverse conditions and had
climbed over obstacles to a position of leadership and useful-
ness. He had not created the rules or imposed the conditions
of the game in which he was to play a part. He accepted these
as he found them and lived and acted within their provisions.
To his mind the burden was upon him who proposed a change
to justify it. Unless this were done he was inclined to look
upon it either as an attempt to gain some unwarranted advan-
tage or to impose upon an unsuspecting public by a hypocritical
cry of reform.

He was a hater of shams, His strongest anathemas were re-
served for the man who, on the hustings or in the legislative
chamber, thunders loudly in the name of the people for what it
may bring him in the way of notoriety or personal advance-
ment while in private he seeks every possible advantage for
himself and his own.

His ereed of public service was simple and well known. He
believed in doing things and getting things for his district and
people. No Member of Congress ever worked more arduously
or effectively for his constituents and district than did he. It
was his aim to secure for them all that could possibly be
secured within the rules of the game, and this aim and purpose
he pursued with unusual ability. He helped others to secure
things for their districts and constituents, and they in turn
helped him. His aim, first, last, and all the time, was the ac-
complishment of results for his people. A catalogue of what he
accomplished in this direction, some part of which has been and
will be referred to here to-day, would be the strongest possible
proof of the statement. And after all, while men are fond in
the abstract of the high, the lofty, the ideal, yet when it comes
down to the measurement of the effectiveness of a public servant
it is only human nature to measure it by results. Measured by
this standard, Mr. Brown~row ranks high among the men who do
things. He will be long remembered by the people of the first
congressional distriet, and all the rest of Tennessee, as well as
the whole South, as a forceful and effective public servant who
left behind him a record of things accomplished which it would
be difficult to equal.

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the usval topies customary to be gone
over in these eulogies of deceased Members have been so com-
pletely covered by the gentlemen who have preceded me on this oc-
casion—Mr. Massey, Mr. AusTIN, Mr. Byrys, Mr. PApgerT, Judge
HousTton, and others—that I shall not repeat what has been so
well and so eloquently said by these gentlemen about the life,
character, and services of our deceased colleague, Hon. W. P.

BrowxNLow, but I shall relate some of those smaller occurrences
of life which more often enable those who did not have personal
knowledge of the deceased to form correct and lifelike concep-
tions of his distinctly personal characteristics than is otherwise
possible.

I never knew Mr. BRowNLow personally until the extra session
of the Fifty-fifth Congress, which convened in March, 1807. I
found him to be a warm-hearted man, approachable and of
easy acquaintance. I felt from the start as if I had known
him all my life. His conversation was always entertaining,
even on the most trivial subjects. He seemed to possess an inex-
haustless fund of humor, and was unusually bright and original.
In order that those who hear and those who may hereafter
read these eulogies, I shall somewhat in detail relate some of
the occurrences in the service of Mr. BRowNLow coming under
my personal observation which illustrate the temperament and
humor of our late lamented colleague.

Soon after the commencement of the Spanish War, Mr.
BrowxNrow and I had joined in recommending to the President
for appointment as brigadier general of volunteers from Ten-
nessee a certain distinguished and well-known ecitizen of our
State. A few days later I met Mr. BRowNLow in the street and
told him that I had heard that at least one of our Senators
had refused to join us in our recommendation, stating that our
man had no military training or experience and that it would
be dangerous to have such a man in command of raw volunteers

Ain battle. Mr. BrowNLow replied that—

the man you and I have recommended for brigadler general is like
me. He knows the 'Ténnessee boys are brave and impetuous and will
fight anywhere, but he loves them too well to ever lead them into uny
place of danger; therefore, I stand by our man.

I never knew Mr, BrowNLow to vote against or oppose any
appropriation of money coming to the South. On one occasion
when some bill was coming up for consideration, he came over
on the Democratic side and asked me to support the bill and
to do all T could to get our side to do the same. I asked him
what about the merits? He replied:

Oh, it is a eteal and that ought to make It popular on your side;
but, in addition, it Is coming South. If we vote for all the steals
coming our way for the next hundred years we will not then get even
with the North.

After several years' service, Mr. BeowNLow was appointed on
the Committee on Appropriations, and by Members ahead of him
going out of Congress and on other committees it was not long
until he was near the head of the committee. It was but natu-
ral that I wanted to see him become chairman of the committee.
So on a proper occasion I mentioned the matter to him and
suggested that if he did not manifest a greater disposition to-
ward economy in public expenditures that I feared he would
never be made chairman of that great committee, although he
might be entitled to it by rank and seniority. He replied:

Now, SBiums, don’t you worry about that ; if these Yankees get all they
want for the North and I get all I want for the South, there will not
be anything left in the Treasury to appropriate long before I can get
to the head of the committee.

It will be recalled that Vice President Fairbanks, during the
campaign in which he was a candidate, was cartooned as a
cold, icy man. He was represented as having icicles hanging
from his hat brim and beard. I always thought that cartoon
did Mr. Fairbanks great injustice. I have never known a man
in public life more approachable or more kindly and sympathetic
in his treatment of all people with whom he came in contact
than was Mr. Fairbanks. It was not an unusual thing for the
Vice President to invite a Member of the House to share with
him his earriage on going to the Capitol in the morning. On
one occasion as I was walking east on F Street I saw the
Vice President’s carriage in front of me with Mr. Fairbanks
and Mr. BrowNrow seated together and in conversation. In a
moment the carriage stopped in front of a store and the Vice
President alighted and passed into the building, while Mr,
BrownNrLow remained seated in the carriage. When I came up
even with him I halted and spoke to him and asked him where
he was going. He replied: i

Oh, nowhere in particular; I am just taking a ride in the ice wagon.

His reply was so bright and so characteristic of the man that
I could not keep it from the newspapers. Not long afterwards
Mr. BeownNrLow got sharply after me for telling the occurrence
to the newspaper boys, and said that if he got into any trouble
with any of his bills in the Senate on account of it he would
have my seat contested, and have me thrown out of Congress,
I replied:

Just go ahead with your contest; the remark was worth a seat in
Congress.

Only a few months after I began my first service in the extra
session of 1897, Mr. BrowNrow passed me in the corridor be-
tween this Chamber and Statuary Hall, where the telegraph




1911.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

2925

operators are located, and noticed that I was sending a tele-
gram and paying the charges on it. He said:

Bims, have you not got a book of telegraph franks yet?

I replied that I had not; that I did not know that such franks
were to be had. He replied:

Well, make application for one immedlately.

I replied:

How do you know that I want to use them?

He replied:

I don't care whether
Western Union Telegra
man to Congress who did mot have sense enough to know what was
coming to him and how to get it.

Mr. Speaker, the membership of this House, like the world,
is made up of all kinds of men of all kinds of personal charac-
teristics. It is difficult to so treat, in a merely descriptive
way, the lives of men so as to fully bring out these distinguish-
ing characteristics.

I think few men were more original than Mr. BRowxLoOw,
and in order that those who follow him may know of some of
the many peculiarly personal traits of this many-sided man
I have attempted, without embellishment or exaggeration, to
relate some of those oceurrences in actual life without which it
is impossible to fully poriray the real living WALTER PRESTON
BrowNLOW. :

IHe has been and will be very greatly missed in this House
by those of us who had the good fortune to serve with and
to know him intimately for so many years.

He was a true and steadfast friend, a devoted father and hus-
band, and a loyal party man, but without partisan rancor and
bitterness. :

Mr. Speaker, we regret and grieve that we can never again
meet him in these halls, that his voice is silenced forever, that
his work is ended; but he will never be forgotten by any living
man who ever knew him.

on use them or not, but T don't want the
Co. to know that Tennessee ever sent a

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Mr. BrowNrLow came from a
family and a community with convietions. He had convictions
and he had the courage to defend them. In my judgment these
were the distinguishing characteristics of Mr. BrowxNrow, and
they are the qualities that have done most for the construction
and development of this Nation. They are the gualities we most
need in our American citizenship in the future as we have had
in the past.

Mr. BeowNrow came from a stock that has ever been tena-
cious of the principles it accepted as right. His family had that
tenacity, as was well demonstrated in the public life of his dis-
tinguished uncle, “ Parson ” Brownlow. Both of them typified
a community in the mountains of east Tennessee, which held
to its political convictions throughout the terrors of the Civil
War.

These people were within the confines of the territory which
was openly at war with the Government, and yet they were
openly and actively loyal to the Government and at war with
the great majority of the Southern people. Mr. BrowNLow well
represented that people in their convictions, but without any
evidence of the old internecine war spirit that prevailed in his
State in an earlier day.

He was the friend of every man in this House, and the Mem-
bers with whom he served were his friends. He was a Repub-
lican, believing in the policies of the Republicad Party. He was
an adherent of these principles openly under all conditions.
His courage and his loyalty gave him the respect and the friend-
ship of men to whom he was opposed in politics.

He was not an orator, and never pretended to be that which he
was not. He was industrious, earnest, and courteous, and he
probably brought the people of his district into closer touch
with the National Government than any other Representative
who served them in the last half century.

Representing a constituency that had always kept the faith
through good report and evil report, he was a tfrue representa-
tive of that constituency under all conditions and at whatever
cost; he was true to the policies in which he believed, and on
one occasion was carried into this Hall to record his vote when
his physician said it might cost him his life. He felt that his
\];?tehwalshneeded and he came, regardless of the consequences to

s health.

[Mr. LANGLEY addressed the House, See Appendix.]

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, the State of Tennessee, like
ancient Gaul, is divided into three parts—east, middle, and west
Tennessee—and the sectional distinctions are recognized in the
organic law of the State and play a very conspicuous part in all
our relations—social, political, and otherwise. It is, perhaps,
unfortunate that there is constitutional recoguition of these divi-

slons, since it tends to emphasize sectionalism; but, even if they _
were not thus recognized, this sectionalism would still obtain
in some measure, because the divisions are perfectly natural,
both historically and geographically. The State was settled by
sections, the eastern part being first occupied by pioneers mov-
ing westward from the Carolinas and southwestward through
the Gap from Virginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania.

From the eastern section, following the natural lines of travel,
the population passed into the middle and founded settlements
in what may be roughly termed the * plateau region.” Only
these two divisions had been-settled at the time of the admis-
sion of the State into the Union in 1796, west Tennessee then
being known as the western district. It was not until 1818, in
fact, that the treaty was negotiated whereby the Indians were
removed from this division and it was opened for settlement.
It was rapidly divided into counties, and its fertility, combined
with the cheapness of lands, caused an inrush by settlers.

But while. settled at different times, Tennessee's people, in
the main, came from a common stock, so that while there has
been inevitably a certain sectional spirit, vet for the most
part, by reason of the ties of common blood and descent, there
has all along been a deep feeling of sympathy upon the broad
question of State progress and development.

Our late colleague, Hon. WarLTER PrrstoN BrowxNLOWw, in
memory of whom we are assembled to-day, represented the ex-
treme eastern end of the State. His home town of Jonesboro is
the oldest town in the Commonwealth, and his county—Washing-
ton—is the oldest county, having been organized while the -
State was a part of North Carolina, Living as I do in the ex-
treme western part of the State, several hundred miles from
his home, I did not meet Mr. BrownNrLow until I became a Mem-
ber of Congress, although he was at the time the most con-
spicuous Republican in Tennessee. I soon grew to be quite
well acquainted with him, however, after coming here and
learned to appreciate and esteem him for his many charming
and potent characteristics. He was a genial, kindly gentleman,
I have not known a man more ready to accommodate a friend.
He was, too, a man of really great ability. I often wondered
why he never cultivated the habit of engaging in the debates
on the floor of the House. He possessed wide general informa-
tion, was a man of decided convictions upon public questions,
had as fine a sense of humor as any person I have ever known,
and a gift of repartee that was superb. Had he chosen to do
80, I have not the slightest doubt that he could have made a
reputation for brilliancy in debate that would have equaled
or surpassed his wide reputation as a practieal legislator,

I have heard him frequently in private conversation make
replies to sallies that if made on the floor of the House would
have become classic as specimens of repartee.

He did not cultivate this faculty in debate here, however, but
devoted himself assiduously to practical labors for his district
and State.

Mr. BrowNLOW was one of the busiest men I have ever known
and had a eapacity for sustained labor that was surprising.
For many years he was the recognized head of his party in
his State and distributed the Federal patronage throughout the
entire Commonwealth. His correspondence was enormous, but
he so systematized his work as to handle it with ease and
dispatch. With all this tremendous volume of work upon him
he was regular in his attendance in this body, it being rare
that he missed a vote.

I often wondered how he found the time to attend to the vast
amount of department work that was thrust upon him. I have
no doubt that he literally worked himself to death. Although
a man of strong physique, his large labors necessarily led
him into a sedentary life, and, like many of us here, he did
not find time for needful exercise, and gradually his vitality
was sapped.

The story of our colleague’s life has been so well told by
others of the delegation here to-day that it is not necessary
for me to enter upon that, and I have chosen rather to refer
to his personal characteristics. He was a strong man, of great
intellectual breadth, of untiring energy, and unyielding per-
sistency. His political acumen mounted almost, if not quite,
to the height of genius. He knew men, knew how to control
them and bind them to him. He was a typical representative
of the feelings and aspirations and hopes of the bold, generous
mountain people, who honored him and whom he served with all
the loyalty and devotion of his earnest, hearty, wholesome soul,
A partisan of partisans, he always retained the friendship and
respect of his political foes by his candor and courtesy.

His people were loyal to him from his entrance into the po-
litical arena until the day of his death. He had sturdy oppo-
sition in his district at times within his own party, but always
triumphed with ease.
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I feel a deep and sincere sense of loss by his death. He was
my personal friend, and I greatly admired the strength of his
eharacter, the charm of his personality, and the vigor of his
life and work. He carved out for himself a great career and
acquitted himself with fine fidelity. He was a worthy son of
the great section from whence he came, and his proud place
in the history of the State is quite secure.

As a part of my remarks I beg to inelude an editorial from
the Louisville Courier-Journal of July 1, 1910, the paper so
long famous by reason of the greatness of its editor, Hon.
Henry Watterson:

The death of WALTErR PreEsTOoN BrROWNLOW, of Tennessee, removes
from the National House of Representatives one of its most poﬂ:]'ar
Members. A bluff, rugged man of itmcrous roportions, with a kindly
heart and a keen sense of humor, he was the best of companions. A
man of considerable personal magnetism and resourcefulness, he repre-
gented a type of politician more prominent a generation ago, when per-
gonnlity was a larger factor in the office-seeker’s atlon than it is to-
da{ It was said of Mr. BaowxLow that he carried his political ma-
chine under his hat. This was not, strictly speaking, true, He knew
the value of organization, and possessed a talent for perfecting it that
amounted to genius. But there is a difference between draw poker as

layed between gentlemen and three-card monte as conducted by a

ellow of the baser sort for illegitimate profit. Mr. BroOwNLOW played
draw-poker politics and played above the table. His tacties reflected
an absorbing passion for the game rather than an unscrupulous itch for
gain, and the evid of his p jfon of true sporting instincts com-
mended him to the friendly consideration of the spectator of hls activi-
ties. His opponents were compelled to admit his brilliant virtuesity
even while he was pocketing their losses and they were swallowing their
defeat. Although the ehips usually drifted toward him as the game
rogressed, the adjournment of the session usually left the other players
5 trﬁirz humor if their flow of sporting blood was equal to that

T.

Constitnents would be better served and better satisfied, political .

camgalgns would be more picturesque, and Congress would be cleaner
ff there were a greater proportlon of professional politicians of the
BrowNLOW t in the field. His state of health foretold several years
ago the early termination of his career. His death will be the cause of
deep regf Tennessee and in Washington, and wherever his personal
acquaintance extended.

LEAVE TO PRINT.

Mr. MASSEY. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that
all Members be allowed 10 days within which to extend their
remarks in the Recorp,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee will now resume
its sitting, and Mr. Currikr will take the chair.

BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR,

The CHATRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House for the consideration of claims on the Private €Calendar.

Mr; MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a sug-
gestion to the committee. Probably a quorum of the commit-
tee is present, but prebably not a gquorum of the House is in
the Hall. The suggestion is whether, if the committee should
now arise and in the House a motion be made to take a recess
until’ 10 o’clock to-merrow morning, any Member here would
Bhave any objection to that or raise any parliamentary peint
in regard to it.

The CHATIRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. BENNET of New Yeork. I should say, Mr. Chairman,
that, so far as I am concerned, representing those who desire
to see the French spoliation claims passed, there will be no
objection.

Mr. MANN. I had the same assurances from two gentlemen
from Massachusetts, and some other gentlemen on the other
&ide of the House; and, believing that that can be carried out
in good faith, I suggest to the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Law] that he move that the committee do now rise. -

The CHAIRMAN, - The gentleman from New York [Mr. Law]
is recognized.

Mr. LAW. Mr, Chairman, the suggestion of the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] meets with my hearty approval, and
I therefore move that the committee do mow rise.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr
Law] moves that the committee do now rise.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Thereupon the committee rose; and Mr. OrmsTED having as-
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Currrer, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration bills on the Private Cal-
endar and had eome to no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows: ’

To Mr. Moore of Pennsylvania, until Monday, February 20,
inclusive, on account of the death of his mother.

To Mr. PaYrE, for three days, on account of sickness.

To Mr. Byrp, for 10 days, on account of illness and important
business.

To Mr. Carperaeap, for two days, on account of important
business,

To Mr. Kxarp, for one day, on account of sickness.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments joint
resolutien of the following title, in which the econecurrence of
the House of Representatives was requested:

H. J. Res. 146. Joint resolution creating a commission to in-
vestigate and report on the advisability of the establishment of
permanent maneuvering grounds and camp of inspection for
troops of the United States at or near the Chickamauga and
Chattanooga National Military Park.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
bills and joint resolution of the following titles, in which the
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested :

S.10836. An act to authorize the Minnesota River Improve-
ment & Power Co. to construct dams across the Minnesota
River:

8. 10791. An act to eliminate from forest and other reserves
certain lands included therein for which the State of Idaho
had, prior to the creation of said reserves, made application
to the Secretary of the Interior under its grants that such lands
be surveyed;

8.9914. An act to provide for the appointment of one addi-
tional district judge in and for the district of Colorado; and

8. J. Res. 144, Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 2,500
copies of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WILSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Enrolled
Bills, reported that they had examined and found truly en-
rolled bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the

same:

H. R.26722. An act for the relief of Horace P. Rugg;

H. . 8699. An act for the relief of the relatives of Willlam
Mitchell, deceased;

H. E. 26018. An aet for the relief of James Donovan; and

. R.26685. An act to authorize H. J. Bomer and 8. B. Wil-
son to construct and operate an electric railway over the Na-
tional Cemetery Road at Vicksburg, Miss.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of
the following title:

8.6953. An act to authorize the Government to contract for
impounding, storing, and carriage of water, and to cooperate
in the construction and use of reservoirs and canals under
reclamation projects, and for other purposes,

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XXTIV, Senate bills and joint resolu-
tion of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table
and referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below :

8. 9914, An act to provide for the appointment of one addi-
tional district judge in and for the distriet of Colorado; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

8.10791. An act to eliminate from forest and other reserves
certain Iands included therein for which the State of Idaho had,
prior to the creation of said reserves, made application fo the
Secretary of the Interior under its grants that such lands be
surveyed ; to the Committee on Publie Lands.

8. J. Res. 144, Joint resolution authorizing the printing of
2,500 copies of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia; to
the Committee on Printing.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. BeaprLEY obtained unanimous consent to withdraw from
the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in the
case of H. R. 7095, Sixty-first Congress, first session, no adverse
report having been made thereon.

Mr. Wizsox of Illinois obtained leave to withdraw the report
on H. R. 5196 for amendment.

RECESS.

Mr. LAW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now take
a recess until 10 o'clock to-morrow morning.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
[Mr. Law] moves that the House do now take a recess until 10
o'clock to-morrow merning.

The question is on agreeing to the motion.

The guestion was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Accordingly (at 8 o'clock and 37 minutes p. m.) the House
took a recess until 10 ¢’clock a. m. Monday, February 20, 1011.
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting recom-
mendation for credits to the accounts of Capt. Claudius M.
Seaman and Lieut. Col. William C. Langfitt (H. Doc. No. 1392) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Lake Traverse, 8. Dak. and Minn. (H. Doc. No. 1391) ;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be
printed with illustrations.

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a copy.of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting
an estimate of appropriation for card index system in the Pen-
sion Office (H. Doc. No. 1394) ; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an
estimate of appropriation for pay of the Army (H. Doec. No.
1393) ed. to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
print

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
‘ RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8.
8300) to authorize the extension of Seventeenth Street NE.,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 2195), which said bill and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions
were severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk,
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows:

Mr. ANSBERRY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred sundry bills of the Senate, reported in lien
thereof the bill (8. 10691) granting pensicns and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and
certain widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and
sailors, accompanied by a report (No. 2194), which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan, from the Committee on the District
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8.
10536) directing the Secretary of War to convey the outstand-
ing legal title of the United States to lot No. 20, square No. 253,
in the city of Washington, D. C., reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2196), which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 32839) to enable the President
to convene a national conference for the purpose of promoting
conenrrent action among the several States and of the United
States upon a uniform law for the protection, preservation, and
conservation of the public health, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 32840) for increasing the sal-
aries and for the retirement of employees in the classified eivil
service; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : A bill (H, R. 32841) to enlarge
the Federal building authorized at Steubenville, Ohio; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. Smith of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 32842) to authorize the
Controller Railway & Navigation Co. to construct two bridges
across the Bering River in the District of Alaska, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. .

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R, 32843) to repeal the duties on
agricnltural implements and cotton bagging and ties; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 32844) to
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a publie
building thereon at Mount IIolly, in the State of New Jersey;
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 32845) to provide for the purchase of a
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Vineland,

in the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H, R. 32846) for the establishment
of a customs compact between the United States and Canada; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

My Mr. GREENE: Resolution (II. Res. 981) for the relief of
the estate of Charles W. Rogan, deceased, late an employee of
the House; to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. MANN: Resolution (H. Res. 984) modifying Rule
XXVIII during the remainder of the present session of Con-
gress; to the Committee on Rules,

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin,
urging Congress to pass the bill abolishing the use of phosphorus
in manufacturing matches; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, relative to
fish and game laws; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, favoring
the election of United States Senators by the direct vote of the
peaple; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice Presi-
dent, and Representatives in Congress.

By Mr. DAVIDSON: Memorial of the Legislature of Wis-
consin in favor of the direct election of United States Senators
by the people; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice
President, and Representatives in Congress.

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin in favor of
House bill 30022, abolishing the use of phosphorus in manufae-
turing matches; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Legislature
of Wisconsin, urging the enactment of legislation by Congress
to abolish the use of phosphorus in the manufacture of matches;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin to Congress,
relating to an interstate conference on fish and game laws, their
enforcement, and the adjustment of conflicting provisions; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CARY : Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Wisconsin, urging that United States Senators be elected by
direct vote; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice
President, and Representatives in Congress.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, urging the
passage of House bill 30022, abolishing the use of phosphorus
in manufacturing matches; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin,
relating to an interstate conference on fish and game laws, their
enforcement, and the adjustment of conflicting provisions; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resclutions
were introduced and severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 32847) granting an in-
crease of pension to Curtis L. Bamber; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 32848) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Mackey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 32849) granting an increase of pension to
John W. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 32850) granting an increase
of pension to Peter Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 32851) granting an increase of pension to
Rtobert N. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 32852) granting an increase
of pension to Bertha A. Mulhall; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 32853) granting an in-
crease of pension to James A. Beard; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 32854) granting an incrense
of pension to David J. Chinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 32855)
granting a pension to David A. Nelligan; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 32856) to correct the
muster of Herman Haupt, late colonel and brigadier general of
volunteers; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HANNA: A bill (H. R. 32857) granting an increase
of pension to Steen Hanson, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. McHENRY : A bill (H. R. 32858) for the relief of heirs
of Eliza H. Scott, deceased; to the Commiitee on War Claims.
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By Mr. PRAY: A bill (H. R. 32859) granting an increase of
Elension to Thomas Weller; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 828060) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Alfred 8. Weymouth; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 328061) granting an in-
crease of pension to Ezekiel Justice; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of New Washington (Ohio)
Grange, against reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of Oak Grove Grange, No. 1558,
‘Coshocton, Ohio, and American Live Stock Association, against
Canadian reciprocity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Central Trades and Labor Council, Coshoc-
ton, Ohio, against the wood-pulp and print-paper schedule; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Association of Merchant Tailors of America,
against increase of postage on magazines; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. BRADLEY : Petition of Washington Camp No. 13,
Patriotic Order Sons of America, Cornwall, for House bill
15413 ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr, CALDER : Petition of American Live Stock Associa-
tion, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. CROW : Petition of New Madrid (Mo.) Chapter of
American Woman's League, against increase of second-class post-
age rates; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. CULLOP : Petition of citizens of Green County, Ind.,
against increase of postage on magazines; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DICKINSON : Petition of R. F. Barrow and 33 other
citizens of Strasburg, Mo., against a parcels-post system; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of D. H. Miller and 34 other mem-
bers of Liberty Grange, favoring a parcels-post system; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DRAPER : Petition of Chamber of Commerce, Troy,
N. Y., favoring penny postage on first-class mail matter; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of National Association of Merchant Tailors of
America, against increased postage rate on magazines; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. ESCH : Petition of National Association of Merchant
Tailors, against increase of second-class postage rates; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of many citizens of the seventh Wisconsin con-
gressional district, against a parcels-post law; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Milwaukee Daily Newspaper Publishers’ As-
sociation, for Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

Also, petition of directors of the Milk Producers’ Association,
against the Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. FOOHT : Petition of Washington Camp No. 683, Pa-
triotic Order Sons of Ameriea, of Vandyke, Pa., for House bill
15413 ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. FOELKER: Petition of Philadelphia Chamber of
Commerce, for maximum facilities and minimum transportation
rates; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Republican County Committee of Richmond
County, for Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of New York State Agricultural Society, for ex-
tension of the parcels-post system; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads,

Also, petition of Association of Military Surgeons of the
United States, for a national department of health; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. GOULDEN : Petition of the Pictorial Review, the Art
Color Printing Co., Thomas Carroll, and the Simmons Magazine,
against increase of postage on magazines; to the Committee on
the Posl Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. GUERNSEY : Petition of Caribou Grange Society,
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : Petition of N. A. Hanna, Cadiz,
Ohlo, against increase of postage on magazines; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Local Union of
Carpenters, of Long Branch, for the construction of the battle-
ship New York in the Brooklyn Navy Yard; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Also, petition of Middlesex Lodge, International Association
of Machinists, of New Brunswick, N. J., for the eight-hour law
glﬂnulfs naval appropriation bill; to the Committee on Naval

Also, petition of Patriotic Order Sons of America of Elberon
and Smithburg, N. J., for House bill 15413; to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Monmouth, Allenwood, Painsboro, Shrews-
bury, and Manalapan Granges, Patrons of Husbandry, all of
New Jersey, against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Perry, Iowa,
against parcels-post system ; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition of citizens of Blakesburg, Iowa,
against a parcels-post law; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Youngs-
town, Ohio, against parcels-post system; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Iloads.

Also, petition of ecitizens of Salem, Earlham, and Mount
Pleasant, Towa, against the fortification of the Panama Canal;
to the Committee on Railways and Canals,

By Mr. KNAPP: Petition of Common Council and Chamber
of Commerce of Oswego, for Canadian reciprocity and tariff
board ; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of various granges, paper companies, and in-
dividuals in the twenty-eighth New York congressional district,
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. KRONMILLER: Petition of Loyalty Council, Daugh-
ters of America, of Highlandtown, Baltimore, Md., and North
Point Council, No. 21, Daughters of America, for more stringent
immigration laws; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

By Mr. LATTA : Petition of J. P. Abts, of Bloomfield, Nebr.,
against the establishment of a parcels post; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wood-
bine I. McLane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of William Weaver and son and two
other residents of Elmira, Mich., and Guy M. Watson, of Glad-
win, Mich., against the establishment of a parcels post; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of John B. Henderson and other
residents of Sixteenth Street NW., Washington, D. C., asking
permission to place along the Avenue busts of all the Presi-
dents and Vice Presidents of the United States without cost
to the Governinent; fo the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of Cawood Grange, No. 852,
Marlette, Mich., against reciprocal tariff with Canada; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Ne- -
braska, against Senate bill 404, Sunday observance legislation;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Washington Camps Nos. 46 and 18,
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Pullman, Ill, for House bill
15413 ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of directors of Milk Producers’ Association,
against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. MILLINGTON : Petition of secretary of East Schuyler
(N. X.) Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, against Canadian reci-
procity ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MITCHELL: Petition of Oswell & Hackeye Mills,
Fitchburg, Mass,, against the Tou Velle bill; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. A. MITCHELL PALMER: Petifion of First Presby-
terian Church of Bethlehem, Pa., for enactment of the Burkett-
Sims bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, petition of Washington Camp Neo. 717, and Loeal Coun-
cil No. 451, Patriotic Order Sons of America, for House bill
15413 : to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. PARSONS. Petition of Republican committee of the
county of New York, State of New York, for termination of
treaty with Russia; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. PLUMLEY : Petitions of Northfield (Vt.) Grange, No.
205; Willoughby Valley Pomona Grange, West Burke; Glebe
Mountain Grange, No. 310, Windham ; Central Vermont Pomona
Grange, East Braintree; O'Haynechee Grange, No. 308, Tafts-
ville; Hardwick Grange, No. 328, Hardwick; Willoughby Lake
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Grange, No. 414, Westmore; Chester Grange, No. 321, Chester;

White River Grange, No. 53, Royalton; and East Montpelier

Grange, No. 312, East Montpelier, all in the State of Vermont,

glgalnst Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and
eans.

By Mr. REEDER : Petition of ecitizens of Kansas, against a
parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan : Petition of numerous citizens of
Troy, Mich., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Enterprise Grange, No. 809, of Genesee
County, and citizens of Livingston County, Mich., for a parcels-
post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. STERLING : Petition of Second Presbyterian Church,
Bloomington, Ill., for the Miller-Curtis bill; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of John B. Drake & Co., Kappa, Ill., against a
%arcels—post law; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads,

By Mr. TILSON: Protestof Killingworth Grange, Patrons of
Husbandry, No. 66, of Killingworth, Conn., against Canadian reci-
procity and tariff board; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petitions of Killingworth Grange, Konomac Grange,
Colchester Grange, and Montville Grange, State of Connecticut,
against a parcels-post system, but favoring low postage rates
%n packages; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

oads.

Also, memorial of district councils of United Carpenters of
New Haven, Conn., in behalf of restriction of immigration; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, petition of Highland and Plainfield Granges, in favor
of a parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. TOWNSEND : Petition of pastors of Jackson County
and the Central Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, Detroit,
for the Miller-Curtis bill; to the Committee on the Judieiary.

Also, petition of the American Woman’s League, Battle Creek,
Mich., for the indemnity bill of the Lewis Publishing Co.; to
the Committee on Claims. ¢

By Mr. WASHBURN : Petition of teachers and students of
South Lancaster Academy, against Senate bill 404; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of citizens of Henry, N. C., for a
general parcels-post system; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

Also, petition of business men of Charlotte, N. C., against a
%arcgls post; to the Comimittee on the Post Office and Post

oads,

Also, petitions of Park Council, Charlotte; Virgin Council,
Cornelius; Council No. 68; Hickory Council; Haw River Coun-
cil, No. 28; Smith B Couneil, No. 71; Fred Green Council, East
Durham; Estato Council, No. 27, Vale, Junior Order United
American Mechanies; and Washington Camp No. 27, Patriotie
Order Sons of America, Gastonia, all in the State of North
Carolina, urging immediate enactment of House bill 15413; to
the Committee on Tmmigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of New Jersey State
Teachers’ Association for bill appropriating $75,000 for United
States Bureau of Education; to the Committee on Education.

Also, petition of Locktown (N. J.) Grange, No. 88, Patrons of
Husbandry, against reciprocal tariff with Canada; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

SENATE.
Moxpay, February 20, 1911,

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Plerce, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, unseen but not unknown,
in our great loss we take refuge in Thee, who hast been our
refuge in all generations. In our sorrow Thy pity revives our
fainting souls, and in our distress Thou hearest us as we call
upon Thee. Thou hast indeed been unto us like the shadow of
a great rock in a weary land.

And now, O heavenly Father, in our affliction give unto us
the peace that floweth as a river. In our sorrow grant unto us
the comfort that is.born of hope and the faith that is rooted in
love. As we meditate upon the life of Thy servants whom Thou
hast called from our midst, make us worthy of the fellowship
of the great cloud of witnesses with which Thou hast sur-
rounded us.

And unto Thee, who art the God of all comfort and of all
grace, will we ascribe praise now and for evermore. Amen.

THE JOURKAL.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Jour-
nal of the proceedings of the last legislative day.

Mr. HEYBURN. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Bacon Crane G nhelm Shively
Bankhead Crawford Heyburn Simmons
Borah Culberson Johnston Smith, Md.
Bourne Cullom Jones Smith, 8. C.
Brandegee Curtis Kean Smoot
Briggs Davis La Follette * Stephenson
Bristow Depew Lodge Sutherland
Brown Dick McCumber Taliaferro
Bulkeley Dillingham Nelson Taylor
Burkett Dixon Overman Thornton
Burnham du Pont Page Tillman
Burrows Fletcher Paynter Warner
Burton Flint Penrose Warren
Carter Foster Perc, Watson
Chamberlain Fr{e Perkins Wetmore
Clapﬁ Gallinger Rayner Young
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Root ,

Clarke, Ark. Gore Scott

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-three Senators have an-
swered to the.roll call. A guorum of the Senate i§ present.
The Secretary will read the Journal of the last legislative day’s
proceedings.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed-
ings of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Boran and by
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved.

READING OF WASHINGTON'S FAREWELL ADDRESS.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair announces the appoint-
ment of the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Youxnc] to read
Washington’s Farewell Address to the Senate on Wednesday,
in accordance with the rule of the Senate.

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Postmaster General, transmitting, in response to
a resolution of the 14th instant, certain information relative to
the number of opportunities for promotion of railway mail
clerks resulting from death, removal, or otherwise during the
past fiscal year, and the number of promotions actually made,
ete. (8. Doc. No. 826), which was ordered to lie on the table
and to be printed.

BUSH V. UNITED STATES.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the chief justice of the Court of Claims, requesting
the return to the court of the findings in the case of Bush v.
United States,» No. 14860-109, certified to the Senate January
30, 1911 (8. Doc. No. 827), which was referred to the Committee
on Claims and ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by W. J. .
Browning, its Chief Clerk, transmitted to the Senate resolu-
tions of the House on the life and public services of Hon,
ArEXANDER S, Cray, late a Senator from the State of Georgia.

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions of the
House on the life and public services of Hon. WALTER PRESTON
BrownNLow, late a Representative from the State of Tennessee.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

8. 6953. An act to authorize the Government to contract for
impounding, storing, and carriage of water, and to cooperate in
the construction and use of reservoirs and canals under reclama-
tion projects, and for other purposes;

H. R.8699. An act for the relief of the relatives of William
Mitchell, deceased;

H. R. 26018. An act for the relief of James Donovan;

H. R. 26685. An act to authorize E. J. Bomer and S. B. Wilson
to construct and operate an electric railway over the national
cemetery road at Vicksburg, Miss.; and

H. R. 26722. An act for the relief of Horace P. Rugg.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the
Legislature of the State of Oregon, which was referred to the
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

Senate joint memorial 7., |
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United

Btates of America in Congress assembled:

Your memorialists,” the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon,
resg_ectmlly represent that:

Whereas the development of the arld lands of the State of Oregon
by irrigation and occupancy by home builders in small tracts under a
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